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FOREWORD 

This  volume  presents  a  description  of  the  medical  care  expenditures 
of  families  at  different  income  levels  in  the  small  cities,  villages,  and 
farm  counties  surveyed  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  as  a  part 
of  the  consumer  purchases  study.  Other  reports  deal  with  family 
income,  with  the  pattern  of  family  consumption  as  a  whole,  and  with 
expenditures  for  major  family  budget  categories,  such  as  food,  clothing, 
and  housing  (see  p.  231). 

The  study  of  consumer  purchases  was  undertaken  to  provide  com- 
prehensive data  on  the  income  and  consumption  of  American  families. 
It  was  conducted  in  1936  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Labor,  with  the  cooper- 
ation of  the  National  Resources  Planning  Board,  the  Work  Projects 
Administration,  and  the  Central  Statistical  Board.  Plans  for  the 
study  were  formulated  by  the  National  Resources  Planning  Board 
and  the  two  operating  Bureaus,  with  the  advice  of  the  two  other 
cooperating  agencies.  The  project  was  financed  by  the  Work  Projects 
Administration. 

The  study  was  administered  under  the  guidance  of  a  steering  com- 
mittee composed  of  Stuart  A.  Rice,  chairman,  representing  the  Work 
Projects  Administration  (now  with  the  Central  Statistical  Board); 
Louise  Stanley,  Bureau  of  Home  Economics;  Isador  Lubin,  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics;  Gardiner  C.  Means,  National  Resources  Planning 
Board;  and  Morris  A.  Copeland,  Central  Statistical  Board.  Details 
of  administration  were  formulated  and  procedures  were  coordinated 
by  a  technical  subcommittee  on  which  each  of  the  five  agencies  had 
representation.  Membership  was  as  follows:  Hildegarde  Kneeland, 
National  Resources  Planning  Board,  chairman;  Day  Monroe,  Bureau 
of  Home  Economics;  Faith  M.  Williams,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics; 
Milton  Forster,  Work  Projects  Administration;  and  Samuel  J.  Dennis 
and  W.  M.  Head,  Central  Statistical  Board. 

The  following  members  of  the  staff  of  the  Economics  Division  of  the 
Bureau  of  Home  Economics  collaborated  with  the  authors  in  the 
preparation  of  this  report:  Geraldine  S.  DePuy,  who  gave  invaluable 
assistance  in  special  phases  of  the  work,  Dorothy  Brady,  Kathryn 
Cronister,  Robert  DePuy,  Colette  Rosenstiel,  Don  Heiser,  Margaret 
Perry,  Ruby  Willis,  and  Helen  Connolly. 

Acknowledgment  is  made  of  the  excellent  work  of  the  field  super- 
visory staff  during  the  period  of  field  collection.  Much  credit  for  the 
reliability  of  the  data  is  due  to  the  editing  staff  and  the  conscientious 
field  agents  who  obtained  the  schedules,  as  well  as  to  the  families  that 
cooperated  in  providing  the  information  requested.  Acknowledgment 
is  made  also  of  the  help  given  by  State  and  district  officials  of  the 
Work  Projects  Administration,  by  representatives  of  the  State  colleges 
and  universities  and  of  the  extension  service  in  agriculture  and  home 
economics,  and  by  the  local  organizations  and  officials  of  the  cities 
and  villages  in  which  the  survey  v^as  conducted. 

Louise  Stanley,  Chief. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The  health  of  the  population  is  a  matter  of  national  concern;  it 
follows,  therefore,  that  family  expenditures  for  medical  care  are  also 
a  matter  of  concern.  For  while  health  cannot  be  bought,  purchases 
of  medical  services  and  supplies  can  do  much  to  promote  the  general 
well-being  of  the  people.  The  Government  aids  in  improving  the 
health  of  the  Nation's  families  through  such  agencies  as  public  health 
departments  and  public  hospitals,  through  the  health  services  pro- 
vided by  the  public  schools,  and  through  programs  for  maternal  and 
child  care.  Philanthropic  agencies  of  various  sorts  also  provide  some 
care  to  the  lower  income  groups.  But  the  Nation's  families,  them- 
selves, must  assume  the  major  share  of  the  burden  of  providing  the 
medical  care  that  they  need  in  case  of  illness. 

The  expenditures  for  medical  care  made  by  selected  groups  of 
families  living  in  20  small  cities,  140  villages,  and  64  counties  of  12 
farm  sections  are  described  in  this  volume,  which  is  one  of  a  series  of 
reports  from  the  study  of  consumer  purchases.  (See  tables  50  and 
51  for  the  list  of  communities  surveyed;  p.  231  for  the  reports  issued.) 

The  families  included  in  the  study  of  consumption  patterns  were 
limited  to  those  in  which  there  were  husband  and  wife,  both  native- 
born  and  white,  except  in  the  Southeast  where  Negroes  were  included. 
These  and  a  few  other  minor  eligibility  requirements  served  to  elimi- 
nate from  the  survey  relatively  more  of  the  lower  income  than  the 
upper  income  families.  The  average  income  of  the  families  included 
in  the  survey,  therefore,  was  somewhat  higher  than  the  average  for  all 
families — including  the  foreign-born,  one-person,  and  other  ineligible 
families — in  these  communities.  (See  Methodology,  Eligibility  Re- 
quirements, Data  from  the  Consumption  Sample,  for  a  further  dis- 
cussion of  limitations  of  the  sample,  as  a  consequence  of  these  require- 
ments.) 

The  differences,  particularly  with  respect  to  income  level,  between 
the  group  studied  and  the  total  population  of  families  must  be  recog- 
nized in  the  use  of  the  data  from  this  report.  Since  expenditures  for 
medical  care  tend  to  increase  with  income,  the  average  outlays  for 
such  care  by  the  group  of  families  studied  would  be  somewhat  greater 
than  for  the  population  as  a  whole,  which  includes  relatively  more 
low-income  families.  The  picture  presented  by  this  report  is  some- 
what more  favorable  than  would  be  a  picture  based  on  all  population 
groups. 

The  medical  care  expenditures  of  families  at  different  income  levels 
are  analyzed  in  this  report — both  the  total  medical  bills  and  outlays 
for  the  component  parts,  as  for  services  of  physicians,  dentists,  ocu- 
lists, nurses,  and  others;  for  medicines  and  other  supplies;  and  for 
health  and  accident  insurance.  Differences  associated  with  degrees 
of  urbanization  are  indicated  by  differences  in  the  data  for  the  farm 
sections,  the  villages,  and  the  small  cities.  The  relationships  between 
outlays  for  medical  care  and  family  composition  (size  and  age  of  mem- 
bers) and  family  occupation  are  explored,  also. 

VII 


VIII  IXTEODUCTION 

Because  of  the  impossibility  of  discussing  details  of  the  patterns 
of  medical  care  expenditures  for  each  of  the  30  analysis  units  in  a 
single  report,  the  group  of  villages  and  one  of  the  farm  sections  in  the 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  were  selected  for  special 
text  presentation.  Similarities  and  differences  between  the  patterns 
in  these  two  units  and  the  others  are  briefly  discussed.  However, 
tables  in  the  appendix  make  it  possible  to  obtain  detailed  information 
concerning  these  other  units  similar  to  that  given  in  the  text  for  the 
Central  region  and  if  one  so  wishes,  to  make  similar  studies  of  rela- 
tionship between  medical  care  expenditures  and  family  income  and 
composition. 


SECTION  J.  SUMMARY 

Medical  care  accounted  for  about  5  percent  of  the  net  income  of 
the  native-white  famihes  at  most  income  levels  in  both  small  cities 
and  villages.  However,  there  was  a  tendency  for  the  proportion  to 
decrease  as  income  rose,  to  be  smaller  at  the  upper  than  the  lower 
end  of  the  income  distribution — sometimes  only  3  percent  or  less. 
The  reverse  was  true  of  dollar  outlays;  average  amounts  spent  for 
medical  care  increased  with  income.  For  example,  in  the  class 
$500-$749,  average  outlays  were  less  than  $50  in  eight  of  the  nine 
city  and  village  analysis  units  (groups  of  communities) ;  in  the  class 
$2,500-$2,999,  averages  for  the  nine  units  were  above  $100,  ranging 
from  $106  to  $146.  Among  the  more  well-to-do  groups  the  averages 
tended  to  be  even  higher. 

The  cost  of  providing  adequate  medical  services  and  supplies  for  a 
large  number  of  families — those  needing  much  and  those  needing  little 
care — would  be  covered  by  payments  of  approximately  $100  per 
family,  on  a  group  basis,  according  to  estimates  of  the  Technical 
Committee  on  Medical  Care  at  the  National  Health  Conference, 
1938  (see  p.  5).  This  is  appreciably  less  than  would  be  needed  to 
provide  care  on  an  individual  family  basis  as  was  the  usual  practice 
in  these  communities.  Average  expenditures  of  the  families  within 
an  income  class  were  less  than  $100  at  each  of  the  levels  below  $2,000 
in  all  nine  analysis  units;  in  some  units  an  average  of  $100  was  not 
reached  until  incomes  were  $2,500  or  higher.  These  low  averages — 
less  than  $100 — do  not  mean  that  all  families  below  the  $2,000- 
income  line  received  less  care  than  they  required;  but  they  do  indi- 
cate that  medical  care  was  not  generally  adequate,  that  many  families 
must  have  gone  without  services  and  supplies  they  needed. 

The  proportion  of  income  spent  for  medical  care  by  white  farm 
operators'  families  decreased  to  a  greater  extent  as  income  rose  than 
that  spent  by  small-city  or  village  families.  In  classes  above  $750,  the 
percentage  thus  spent  was  small,  generally  less  than  7  percent  in 
most  farm  sections.  For  example,  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm 
counties  studied,  such  outlays  accounted  for  4  percent  of  the  total 
income  of  families  at  the  level  $750-$999  and  did  not  exceed  2  percent 
of  the  total  when  incomes  reached  $3,000  or  more.  Expenditures  of 
farm  families  tended  to  be  smaller  than  those  of  small-city  and  village 
families  with  comparable  incomes  especially  at  the  higher  levels.  In 
four  of  the  farm  units,  average  amounts  spent  were  less  than  $100  in 
every  income  class  studied;  in  most  of  the  other  units,  averages  did 
not  reach  $100  until  incomes  were  $2,500  or  more.  Expenditures 
for  each  of  the  categories  for  food,  housing  and  household  operation, 
clothing,  family  use  of  the  automobile,  and,  at  some  of  the  upper 
income  levels,  for  gifts,  welfare,  and  selected  taxes  outranked  those 
for  medical  care. 

Although  medical  care  expenditures  had  a  minor  place  in  the  pattern 
of  average  outlays  for  living  made  by  a  group  of  families,  they  played 
a  major  role  in  the  spending  patterns  of  some  families.     One  of  the 
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characteristics  of  medical  care  expenditures  is  their  variabihty;  some 
famihes  spent  nothing  and  some  spent  $200  or  more.  Large  medical 
outlays  were  not  limited  to  the  more  well-to-do  groups.  For  example, 
in  the  villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region,  3 
percent  of  the  families  in  the  class  $500-$749  spent  $200  or  more — 
more  than  one-third  of  their  incomes  for  the  year.  But  average 
expenditures  of  all  families  at  this  level  were  only  $33,  5  percent  of 
their  incomes. 

The  great  majority  of  the  families  studied — nine-tenths  or  more — 
in  each  of  the  nine  groups  of  small  cities  and  villages  spent  something 
for  medical  care.  But  at  most  income  levels,  even  those  at  the  upper 
end  of  the  distribution,  there  were  families  with  no  expenditures  for 
this  budget  item.  Not  all  of  these  families  that  spent  nothing  were 
without  medical  care,  however;  some  received  free  services  from 
family  members  or  friends,  and  some  from  governmental  and  private 
agencies.  Those  receiving  free  care  from  such  agencies  were  few  in 
number,  largely  because  relief  families  were  excluded  from  the  study 
of  consumption.  It  is  probable,  too,  that  agencies  providing  such 
services  were  less  frequently  found  in  these  small  communities  than 
in  large  cities.  Undoubted!}^,  some  of  the  families  reporting  expendi- 
tures for  medical  care  had  outstanding  bills,  not  all  of  wliich  would 
be  paid;  but  the  extent  of  such  failure  to  pay  for  services  was  not 
investigated. 

Outlays  for  medical  care  may  be  classified  in  three  groups:  (1) 
those  for  services — hospital  care,  special  examinations,  services  of 
physicians,  surgeons  and  other  special  practitioners,  dentists,  oculists, 
nurses,  and  clinic  visits;  (2)  medicines,  drugs,  eyeglasses,  and  other 
medical  supplies;  (3)  health  and  accident  insurance.  Services  ac- 
counted for  about  seven-tenths  or  more  of  the  total  medical  bill  of 
all  families  studied  (all  income  levels  combined)  in  each  of  the  analysis 
units — city,  village,  and  farm.  The  second  group — commodities  of 
various  sorts — accounted  for  approximately  15  to  25  percent  of  the 
total.  Health  and  accident  insurance  took  about  10  percent  of 
the  total  in  most  city  and  village  units  and  a  smaller  proportion  in 
the  majority  of  farm  sections. 

Physicians'  services  took  a  comparatively  large  share  of  the  aggre- 
gate outlays  for  services  of  all  kinds  made  by  families  at  each  income 
level.  Relatively  more  families  had  care  by  physicians  than  by 
other  practitioners,  dentists,  oculists,  or  nurses.  Average  amounts 
spent  for  physicians  also  tended  to  exceed  other  service  outlays, 
although  they  were  less  than  $40  in  almost  all  income  classes.  The 
proportion  of  families  spending  for  physicians'  care  was  generally 
greater  at  the  middle  and  upper  income  levels  than  at  the  lower  in 
most  units.  Thus,  in  most  of  the  small-city  and  village  units,  tw^o- 
tliirds  or  more  of  the  families  with  incomes  above  $750  had  such 
expenditures  wdiile  at  some  of  the  lower  levels  the  proportion  was 
about  one-half  or  one-tliird.  Witliin  each  region  surveyed,  there 
was  some  tendency  for  relatively  fewer  farm  than  city  or  village 
families  at  comparable  income  levels  to  spend  for  physicians'  care. 

Low-income  families  tended  to  economize  on  dental  care.  Fewer 
than  half  of  those  in  income  classes  below  $750  (with  few  exceptions) 
had  outlays  for  services  of  dentists.  The  proportion  increased  wdth 
income,  but  even  at  the  upper  end  of  the  income  distribution  where 
presumably  families  could  afford  routine  dental  examinations,  expendi- 
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tures  for  this  purpose  were  by  no  means  universal.  Fewer  than 
four-fifths  of  the  families  in  the  upper  income  classes  in  most  units 
spent  for  dental  care. 

Approximately  one-tenth  or  fewer  of  the  families  in  most  income 
classes  below  $2,000  had  expenditures  for  services  of  oculists,  of 
nurses,  or  of  surgeons  or  other  special  practitioners,  or  had  special 
examinations;  at  higher  levels,  the  proportion  frequently  was  some- 
what greater.  Hospital  care  was  also  one  of  the  less  used  types  of 
services;  but  there  was  considerable  variation  in  the  proportion  of 
families  spending  for  it  in  the  different  income  classes  and  among 
the  units.  Thus,  in  the  villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  region,  as  few  as  2  percent  of  the  families  in  the  class  $250- 
$499  spent  for  hospitalization,  but  more  than  one-fifth  of  those  in  the 
classes  above  $2,500. 

Medicines  and  drugs  were  bought  by  about  three-fourths  or  more 
of  the  families  in  the  small-city,  village,  and  farm  units.  Doubtless 
many  more  of  the  families  used  such  supplies;  some  may  have  had 
drugs  on  hand;  some  may  have  received  medicines  from  physicians, 
and  some,  from  relatives  having  drug  stores;  some  may  have  failed 
to  report  small  purchases  which  would  scarcely  be  remembered  in 
listing  all  expenditures  for  living  during  a  year.  Average  expendi- 
tures of  farm,  village,  and  small-city  families  for  medicines  and  drugs 
were  less  than  $10  at  most  income  levels  below  $1,500;  at  higher 
levels  they  tended  to  be  greater  but  seldom  exceeded  $25.  Some 
families,  especially  in  the  lower  income  classes,  restricted  their  out- 
lays for  medical  care  to  purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs.  That 
most  of  them  wanted  medical  services  as  well  as  medicines  and  drugs 
may  be  indicated  by  the  marked  decline  in  the  proportion  so  limiting 
their  expenditures  as  income  rose. 

Negro  families  in  the  villages  and  farm  sections  of  the  Southeast 
had  somewhat  smaller  expenditures  for  medical  care  than  white 
families  at  comparable  income  levels.  Outlays  of  most  families  were 
less  than  $60  in  all  income  classes.  Expenditures  among  Negro 
families  in  the  small  cities,  however,  were  not  consistently  lower  than 
those  among  white  families.  Physicians'  care,  medicines  and  drugs, 
and  health  and  accident  insurance  were  the  three  largest  items  of 
medical  care  expenditure  for  Negro  families  in  all  communities  sur- 
veyed, the  combined  outlay  accountuig  for  three-fourths  or  more  of 
the  total  bill  at  most  income  levels. 


SECTION  2.  MEDICAL  CARE  EXPENDITURES  OF 
NATIVE-WHITE  FAMILIES 

Medical  Care  Expenditures  as  Related  to  Income  and  Occupation 
Village  Families  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  Region 

Total  Expenditures  for  Medical  Care 

Medical  care  is  an  item  in  the  expenditure  pattern  oi  most  fami- 
lies. Ninety-five  percent  of  the  group  included  in  the  study  of  con- 
sumption patterns  in  villages  of  the  ]\Iiddle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  region  incurred  some  expenditures  for  medical  services  and 
supphes  during  the  report  year  (table  1).  This  proportion  includes 
families  that  had  outstanding  bills  as  well  as  those  that  had  settled 
their  accounts,  according  to  the  definition  of  expenditures  used  in 
this  report. 

Classed  as  medical  care  were  services  such  as  those  of  physicians, 
surgeons  and  other  special  practitioners  (including  midwives,  chiro- 
practors, and  healers),  nurses,  dentists,  and  oculists;  hospital  care, 
medical  tests  and  special  examinations,  as  blood  counts  and  X-rays; 
medicines,  drugs,  medical  supplies,  and  eyeglasses.  Payments  for 
health  and  accident  insurance  were  included  also.  (See  Glossary, 
Medical  Care  Expenditures,  for  a  more  complete  list  of  items.) 

Families  with  no  expenditures  for  medical  care  were  relatively  more 
numerous  at  low-  than  at  high-income  levels — 17  percent  of  the  sroup 
in  the  class  $2o0-$499  and  3  percent  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999. 
However,  in  all  classes  above  $500  the  proportions  were  similar,  rang- 
ing from  3  to  7  percent.  In  the  highest  income  class,  $5,000-$9,999, 
where  there  were  but  10  families,  one,  that  of  a  physician,  spent 
nothing;  but  with  so  few  cases  it  should  not  be  assumed  that  custom- 
arily 10  percent  of  the  famihes  at  this  level  would  have  no  outlays 
for  medical  care. 

Not  all  families  with  no  outlays  for  this  category  were  without 
medical  care.  At  most  iacome  levels  (even  those  toward  the  upper 
end  of  the  distribution)  some  families  reported  the  receipt  of  medical 
care  mthout  direct  expenditure.  Public  and  private  philanthi^opic 
agencies  served  some  of  the  lower  iacome  households  while  some  of 
the  well-to-do  doubtless  received  medical  care  from  relatives  or 
friends  (see  p.  22  for  further  discussion).  Apparently,  however,  a 
small  proportion  of  families  spent  nothing  for  medical  care  and 
received  none  free  during  the  year. 

Average  amounts  spent  by  all  families  in  each  income  class  for 
medical  care  were  appreciably  greater  at  high  than  at  low  levels. 
Thus,  families  in  the  class  $250-$499  had  outlavs  averaging  only  $17 
compared  with  $148  for  those  in  the  mcome  range  $5,000-$9,999.  At 
the  $1,000-$  1,249  level  (wherein  falls  the  median  income  for  this 
group  of  families  ^)  average  expenditures  were  $47  (tables  I  and  35), 

1  Median  income  of  families  in  each  analysis  unit  is  given  in  table  52, 
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Table  1. — total  expenditures  for  medical  care:  Percentage  of  families  having 
medical  care  expenditures,  average  expenditures  per  family  and  per  capita,  and 
percentage  of  net  income  spent  for  medical  care,  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Families 

Families 
having 
medical 
care  ex- 
penditures 2 

Average  expenditures  for  medical 
care 

Percentage 
of  net 

Family-income  class  (dollars) 

Per 

family  2 

Per  family 
having  ex- 
penditures 3 

Per 
capita  4 

income 

spent  for 

medical 

care 

Number 
3,042 

Percent 
95 

Dollars 

58 

Dollars 
61 

Dollars 
16 

Percent 

4.2 

250-499 

84 
360 
572 
575 
461 
283 
235 
253 
118 

70 

83 
93 
95 
96 
97 
95 
97 
97 
95 
97 

17 
33 
36 
47 
61 
70 
75 
82 
121 
152 

20 
36 
37 
49 
63 
74 
76 
84 
127 
157 

6 
11 
10 
13 
16 
19 
20 
24 
33 
38 

4  2 

500-749    

5.2 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

4.1 
4  2 

1,250-1,499       

4.4 

1,500-1,749 

4.4 

1,750-1,999 

4  0 

2,000-2,499  

3.7 

2,500-2,999 

4.  5 

3,000-3,999 

4  5 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2) ,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures for  medical  care. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

4  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family  had 
any  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

5  Includes  31  families  with  incomes  in  the  $4,000-$4,999  and  $5,000-$9,999  classes.  These  families  are  not 
shown  separately  by  income  in  text  tables  in  this  report,  but  are  shown  in  tables  in  Appendix  A. 

What  these  averages  mean  in  terms  of  adequacy  of  medical  services 
received  is  somewhat  difficult  to  say.  According  to  the  report  of  the 
Technical  Committee  on  Medical  Care  at  the  National  Health  Con- 
ference,^ it  has  been  estimated  that,  during  a  year,  it  would  cost  a 
group  of  families  $100  apiece  (assuming  four  members  per  family)  to 
provide  adequate  medical  care  for  all — those  needing  little  and  those 
needing  much — if  care  were  purchased  on  a  group  basis.  If  pur- 
chased individually  (i.  e.,  not  on  a  group  basis),  costs  would  be  higher. 

The  total  outlays  of  all  families  in  an  income  class  did  not  amount 
to  $100  apiece  until  the  $2,o00-income  line  was  passed.  However,  it 
must  not  be  assumed  that  all  families  at  lower  income  levels  had  in- 
adequate care.  Some  that  spent  less  than  the  estimated  cost  of 
adequate  care  on  a  group  basis  may  have  purchased  any  services  they 
required  since  their  needs  may  not  have  been  great  during  that  year. 
Others  reached  or  exceeded  the  $100  estimate  for  adequate  care  and, 
unless  their  needs  were  unusually  great,  probably  received  sufficient 
care  during  the  year.  It  must  be  remembered,  too,  that  some  medical 
care  is  furnished  families  without  charge  by  Government  agencies,  and 
by  philanthropic  and  industrial  organizations.  However,  it  seems 
probable  that  village  families  receive  less  free  care  from  such  agencies 
than  do  families  in  cities  where  there  is  greater  likelihood  of  free  clinics 
and  of  large-scale  industrial  plants  providing  medical  care  for  em- 
ployees. 

The  average  outlays  of  families  that  spent  for  medical  care  were 
somewhat  greater  than  averages  based  on  all  families  (including  those 
with  no  expenditures).     Relative  differences  between  the  two  averages 

2  [United  States]  Interdepartmental  Committee  to  Coordinate  Health  and  Welfare  Activi- 
ties.    PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  HEALTH  CONFERENCE,  JULY  18,  19,  20,    1938.      163  pp.       Washington, 

D.  C.     (See  p.  57.) 
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were  greatest  in  the  income  class  $250-$499,  in  which  the  proportion 
of  famihes  spending  nothing  was  highest. 

Average  per  capita  expenditures  for  medical  care  increased  con- 
sistently with  family  income,  ranging  from  $6  in  the  class  $250-$499 
to  $43  at  the  level  $5,000-$9,999.  ^The  proportionate  increase  per 
capita  is  not  quite  so  great  as  that  per  family  because  families  tended 
to  be  larger  at  the  upper  than  at  the  lower  income  extreme  (table  48). 

Although  the  more  well-to-do  families  spent  more  for  medical  ser- 
vices and  supplies  than  those  in  the  lower  income  classes,  such  outlays 
absorbed  no  more  of  their  incomes.  The  proportion  of  aggregate 
income  devoted  to  medical  care  by  families  within  the  income  range 
$250-$3,999  varied  from  3.7  to  5.2  percent,  following  no  consistent 
pattern.  At  income  levels  of  $4,000  or  over,  the  percentages  were  3 
percent  or  less.  However,  in  these  classes  the  number  of  families  was 
too  few  to  justify  comparisons. 

Medical  care,  therefore,  was  of  only  secondary  importance  as  a 
consumption  category  in  the  pattern  based  on  all  families  at  a  given 
income  level.  At  no  level  did  it  account  for  as  much  as  6  percent  of 
the  group's  total  income.  It  was  outranked  by  food,  housing,  house- 
hold operation,  clothing,  the  automobile,  and  at  some  levels  by  gifts, 
welfare,  and  selected  taxes  (table  2). 

However,  the  fact  that  medical  care  outlays  were  a  comparatively 
small  proportion  of  the  aggregate  income  of  a  group  of  families  does 
not  mean  that  they  were  an  equally  small  proportion  of  the  income  of 
each  of  the  families  in  the  group.  Differences  in  amounts  spent  by 
families  at  the  same  income  level  were  great.  For  example,  in  the 
class  $750-$999,  one  family  spent  $323  for  medical  care,  38  percent  of 
its  income  for  the  year. 


PERCENT 


FAMILIES    HAVING 
MEDICAL   CARE 
E;  PENDITURES 


TOTAL  MEDICAL 
CARE  EXPENDITURES 


I 


EXPENDITURES 
$0-$39 


EXPENDITURES 
$40-$l99 


EXPENDITURES 
$200  OR  OVER 


Figure  1. — Percentage  of  families  in  the  income  class  $500-$749  having  medical 
care  expenditures  within  specified  ranges  and  percentage  of  the  total  expendi- 
tures made  b}^  families  in  each  range,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village 
analysis  unit,  1935-36. 
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Unequal  Distribution  of  Expenditures 

A  large  proportion  of  the  families  at  each  income  level  spent  com- 
paratively little  for  medical  care  while  a  small  proportion  had  high 
outlays.  The  latter  families  thus  carried  an  unduly  large  share  of  the 
total  expenditures  of  the  group.  For  example,  at  the  level  $500-$749, 
average  medical  care  expenditures  were  $33.  More  than  three-fourths, 
76  percent,  of  the  families  spent  nothing  or  less  than  $40  and  bore 
only  slightly  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  group's  total  burden  of 
medical  bills.  One-fifth  had  expenditures  within  the  range  $40-$199; 
the  sum  of  their  outlays  amounted  to  nearly  one-half  the  total.  Three 
percent  had  expenditures  of  $200  or  more,  but  this  small  proportion 
was  responsible  for  nearly  one-fourth  of  what  the  group  spent  (fig.  1). 

Similarly,  at  the  income  level  $3,000-$3,999,  slightly  less  than  half 
of  the  families  kept  their  outlays  for  medical  care  under  $100  and 
carried  only  17  percent  of  the  total  burden  of  expenditure.  About 
two-fifths  had  expenditures  in  the  range  $100-$299,  and  bore  slightly 
less  than  one-half  of  the  total  bill.  Ten  percent  of  the  families  had 
outlays  of  $300  or  more  and  were  liable  for  38  percent  of  the  total. 

The  proportion  of  families  spending  small  amounts  decreased  with 
income.  For  example,  in  the  class  $250-$499,  17  percent  of  the 
families  spent  nothing;  46  percent,  less  than  $10.  In  the  class  $3,000- 
$3,999  only  4  percent  had  no  outlays  or  kept  them  this  low.  Con- 
versely, the  proportion  wdth  expenditures  of  $100  or  more  rose  from 
5  percent  at  the  lower  of  these  two  income  levels  to  49  percent  at  the 
upper  (tables  3  and  34). 


Table  3. — medical  care:  Percentage  of  families  having  medical  care  expenditures 
within  specified  ranges  and  percentage  of  aggregate  medical  care  expenditures  made 
hy  fam,ilies  in  each  range,  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village 
analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Families  having  expenditures  of  ^ — 

Percentage  ^  of  aggregate  expenditures 
made  by  families  with  expenditures 
of— 

Fami- 
lies 
having 
no  ex- 
pendi- 

Un- 
der 
$40 

$40- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100- 
$199 

$200- 
$299 

$300 

or 

over 

Un- 
der 
$40 

$40- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100- 
$199 

$200- 
$299 

$300 

or 

over 

tures 

for 

medical 

care 

All  incomes  4 

Pd. 
52 

Pet. 
13 

Pd. 
14 

Pd. 
11 

Pd. 
2 

Pd. 
3 

Pd. 
16 

Pd. 

11 

Pd. 
19 

Pd. 

24 

Pd. 
10 

Pd. 
20 

Pd. 

5 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249-— 
1,250-1,499_  — 
1, 500-1, 749- _ - 
1,750-1,999.— 
2,000-2,499  _.- _ 
2,50O-2,999.— 
3,000-3,999-  — 

72 
69 
65 
57 
50 
42 
44 
37 
20 
16 

1 

& 

14 
15 
13 
15 
17 

i? 

5 
8 

12 
15 
15 
19 
17 
18 
25 
21 

5 
5 
5 
8 
12 
14 
14 
15 
25 
26 

0 
2 
1 
1 
3 
4 
2 

4 
5 
13 

0 
1 
(') 
1 
2 
3 
5 
6 

10 
10 

41 
27 
30 
21 
15 
12 
13 
10 
4 
2 

3 

12 
16 
14 
12 

9 

10 
10 

4 

4 

21 
19 
25 
25 
19 
21 
17 
16 
16 
11 

35 
18 
21 
25 
25 
29 
24 
26 
26 
24 

0 
13 
5 
7 
11 
13 

i 

21 

0 
11 
3 
8 
18 
16 
29 
27 
40 
38 

17 
7 
5 
4 
3 
5 
3 
3 
5 
3 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Percentages  are  based  on  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures. 

3  These  percentages  were  computed  by  dividing  aggregate  expenditures  of  families  in  the  specified  range 
by  aggregate  expenditures  of  all  families  in  the  income  class. 

*  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.    (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 
« 0.50  percent  or  less. 
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Composition  of  the  Total  Medical  Bill 

Services  of  physicians  (general  practitioners)  and  of  surgeons  and 
other  special  practitioners  (as  chiropractors)  accounted  for  40  percent 
of  the  aggregate  outlays  for  medical  care  of  this  group  of  village 
families.  Had  all  families  in  these  communities  been  included  in  the 
survey,  the  proportion  going  for  such  services  would  have  been  greater 
since  the  general  income  level  of  all  families  was  somewhat  below  that 
of  the  families  surveyed.  Services  of  these  physicians  and  special 
practitioners  took  a  greater  share  of  the  total  medical  care  outlays  of 
families  at  the  lower  than  at  the  upper  income  levels.  (See  Method- 
ology, p.  229,  for  a  discussion  of  income  levels  of  groups  excluded 
from  the  survey.) 

Services  of  dentists,  oculists,  and  nurses  accounted  for  20  percent 
of  the  aggregate;  hospital  room  or  bed  (another  type  of  service),  12 
percent.  Expenditures  for  services  of  all  types,  including  special 
examinations,  therefore,  constituted  about  three-fourths  of  the  total 
outlays;  medicines,  drugs,  medical  supplies,  and  eyeglasses  took  14 
percent;  payments  of  premiums  on  health  and  accident  insurance, 
11  percent  (table  4). 

Lines  of  demarcation  between  some  of  the  different  items  of  medical 
care  are  not  clearly  defined  and  this  fact  must  be  taken  into  account 
in  interpreting  data  concerning  the  composition  of  the  total  medical 
bill.     For  example,  a  surgeon  in  a  small  community  may  also  have  a 


ITEMS  OF  MEDICAL 
CARE    EXPENDITURES 


PHYSICIANS 


PERCENT  OF  TOTAL  MEDICAL     EXPENDITURES 


DENTISTS 


HEALTH    AND   ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE 


MEDICINES,  DRUGS,  APPLIANCES, 
AND   SUPPLIES 


HOSPITAL  CARE,    AND  NURSING 
SERVICE 


OCULISTS  AND  EYEGLASSES 


OTHER     SPECIALISTS,  AND 
CLINIC     VISITS 


EXAMINATIONS,  TESTS,    AND 
OTHER    SERVICES 


INCOME   CLASS 
$750-$999 


0  10               20               30               40 

1  1                1               1               i 

^^^^ 

[ 

■ 
1 

1 

■ 

r 

NCOME  CLASS 
$2,500-$2,999 

■ 
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FiGUBE  2. — Percentage  distributions  of  total  medical  care  expenditures  among 
specified  items,  families  in  the  income  classes  $750-$999  and  $2,500-$2,999, 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,  1935-36. 
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general  practice.  One  family  may  report  his  services  as  those  of  a 
special  practitioner;  another  family  (having  similar  care),  as  those  of 
a  physician.  Further  difficulty  of  classification  arises  from  the 
custom  of  charging  a  so-called  flat  rate  for  certain  services.  Thus,  a 
charge  of  $25  for  removal  of  adenoids  may  cover  the  services  of  a 
specialist  and  a  nurse  and  the  use  of  an  operating  room  as  well.  Ad- 
vice of  physicians  was  sought  by  editors  in  allocating  such  lump  sums 
to  the  appropriate  items,  but  it  is  doubtful  whether  all  were  distributed 
as  they  would  have  been  had  the  patient  been  given  an  itemized  bill. 
(See  Methodology,  Medical  Care  Data,  for  a  further  discussion  of 
this  point.) 

The  importance  of  the  several  subclasses  of  medical  care  changed 
with  income;  some  took  a  larger  share  of  total  outlays,  others  a  smaller 
share,  at  upper  than  at  lower  income  levels.  Thus,  services  of 
physicians  within  the  income  range  $500-$3,999  took  a  decreasing 
share — 41  percent  of  the  outlays  made  by  families  at  the  income  level 
$500-$749  and  28  percent  at  the  level  $3,000-$3,999.  While  the 
actual  expenditures  at  the  latter  level  were  much  greater,  averaging 
$43  as  compared  with  $14,  they  constituted  a  smaller  proportion  of 
the  whole.  Medicines  and  drugs,  likewise,  accounted  for  a  larger 
portion  of  the  total  bill  among  low-income  than  high-income  families. 
In  contrast,  the  share  absorbed  by  dentistry  and  by  nursing  service 
tended  to  be  of  greater  importance  at  upper  income  levels.  Oculists 
and  eyeglasses  accounted  for  about  the  same  proportion  (5  to  7  per- 
cent) of  the  total  at  all  income  levels.  The  change  in  the  importance 
of  some  of  the  items  of  medical  care  from  lower  to  higher  income  levels 
also  is  illustrated  in  figure  2. 

Approximately  one-tenth  of  the  3,042  village  families  included  in 
this  study  spent  nothing  for  medical  services — care  by  physicians, 
special  practitioners,  nurses,  oculists,  dentists;  hospitalization;  or  for 
special  examinations.  Some  of  the  families  that  had  no  outlays  for 
such  services  received  them  without  charge,  as  has  been  said;  some  prac- 
ticed self -medication,  buying  medicines  and  drugs;  and  a  small  propor- 
tion apparently  bought  no  medical  care — either  services  or  medicines. 

Families  spending  nothing  for  medical  services  (apart  from  supplies) 
were  relatively  more  numerous  at  lower  than  at  upper  income  levels 
but  were  found  even  among  the  well-to-do  as  is  shown  below: 

Percentage  of  families  having  no 
Family-income  class:  expenditures  for  medical  services^ 

$250-$499 37 

$500-$749 21 

$750-$999 11 

$1,000-$1,249 10 

$1,750-$1,999 6 

$3,000-$3,999 6 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  may  be  obtained  from  tables  3  and  12.  Seventeen  families  that  paid  pre- 
miums on  health  and  accident  insurance  policies  and  had  no  other  outlays  for  medical  care  (services  or  sup- 
plies) were  considered  as  having  expenditures  for  services,  because  of  the  likelihood  that  service  was  pro- 
vided if  needed.    (See  footnote  4,  p.  25.) 

Physicians'  Services 
Expenditures. 

More  families  had  expenditures  for  the  services  of  physicians  than 
for  any  other  category  of  medical  care  at  every  income  level  within 
the  range  $750-$3,999  (table  35).  In  the  two  higher  classes,  the 
number  of  families  was  too  small  (21  and  10,  respectively)  to  warrant 
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conclusions  as  to  details  of  patterns  of  spending.  The  percentage  of 
families  spending  for  physicians'  services  rose  fairly  consistently  with 
income — increasing  from  49  percent  in  the  class  $250-$499  to  84  per- 
cent at  the  level  $3,000-$3,999  (table  5). 

Table  5. — physicians'  services:^  Average  expenditures  for  physicians'  services 
per  family  and  per  capita,  and  distribution  of  families  by  amount  of  expenditures, 
hy  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fami- 
lies 

Average  expenditures 

Families  spending  for  physicians'  services  ^ — 

Family-income 

class 

(dollars) 

Per- 
cent- 
age of 
total 
medi- 
cal 
care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 3 

Per 
family 
having 
expend- 
itures 4 

Per 
capi- 
ta 5 

Any 

amount 

Un- 
der 

$5 

$5-$9 

$29 

$30- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100 

or 

over 

All  incomes  ^ 

No. 
3,042 

Pd. 
31.9 

DoL 
18.46 

Dol. 
25.10 

Dol. 
5.19 

Pd. 
73.6 

Pd. 
13.3 

Pd. 
14.3 

Pd. 
27.3 

Pd. 
11.7 

Pd. 
4.0 

Pd. 
3.0 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

84 
360 
572 
575 
461 
283 
235 
253 
118 

70 

53.0 
40.8 
40.1 
36.7 
32.5 
29.7 
27.0 
25.9 
26.6 
28.2 

8.75 
13.56 
14.28 
17.23 
19.66 
20.86 
20  14 
21.24 
32.17 
42.91 

17.93 
20  43 
19.69 
23.04 
25.46 
28.25 
25.86 
27.30 
40  82 
50  92 

3.14 
4.29 
4.12 
4.68 
5.21 
5.59 
5.49 
6.10 
8.74 
10  84 

48.8 
66.4 
72.6 
74.8 
77.2 
73.9 
77.9 
77.9 
78.8 
84.3 

13.1 
15.2 
16.1 
15.7 
11.5 
12.7 
11.1 
10  3 
7.6 
4.3 

9.5 
15.0 
16.6 
15.7 
15.0 
11.2 
16.5 
11.9 
11.9 

4.3 

16.6 
22.8 
23.6 
25.9 
30  3 
27.9 
28.9 
34.0 
34.7 
42.9 

7.2 
9.2 
11.6 
11.5 
12.1 
12.1 
14.5 
13.0 
12.7 
18.6 

1.2 
2.5 
3.4 
3.8 
5.0 
5.3 
3.4 
4.3 
5.1 
7.1 

1.2 
1.7 
1  3 

1,000-1,249' 

1,25(M,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

2.2 
3.3 
4.7 
3.5 
4.4 
6.8 
7.1 

1  Includes  expenditures  for  office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians. 

2  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures 
for  physicians'  services. 

4  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  having  expenditures  for  physicians'  services. 

5  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family 
had  any  expenditures  for  physicians'  services. 

6  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.     (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

Expenditures  for  services  of  physicians  averaged  $18,  or  nearly 
one-third  of  the  total  medical  bill  of  this  group  of  village  families. 
This  sum  was  more  than  double  the  average  for  any  other  subclass  of 
the  medical  care  category.  Average  amounts  spent  for  physicians' 
care  increased  about  five  times  from  the  class  $250-$499  to  the  class 
$3,000-$3,999— $9  as  compared  with  $43;  but  the  proportion  of  total 
medical  outlays  accounted  for  by  such  services  decreased  from  53 
percent  to  28  percent  (table  5). 

Average  expenditures  computed  only  for  those  families  that  spent 
for  physicians'  services  during  the  year  were,  of  course,  higher  than 
averages  computed  on  the  basis  of  all  families  regardless  of  whether 
they  had  such  outlays.  For  example,  at  the  level  $250-$499,  the 
former  average  was  $18,  and  the  latter,  $9;  at  the  level  $1,000- 
$1,249  the  two  averages  were  $23  and  $17,  respectively;  and  at  the 
level  $3,000-$3,999,  $51  and  $43.  Differences  between  the  two  aver- 
ages were  greater  at  the  lower  than  at  the  higher  income  levels  be- 
cause of  the  increasing  percentage  of  families  spending  for  physicians' 
services  as  income  rose. 

Within  a  given  income  class,  there  were  wide  differences  in  amounts 
expended  for  physicians'  services.  A  few  families  were  burdened 
with  outlays  amounting  to  many  times  the  average  for  the  group  while 
a  relatively  large  number  bore  expenditures  far  below  the  average. 
Thus,  for  families  in  the  income  class  $500-$749,  expenditures  for 


FAMILY  EXPENDITURES  EOR  MEDICAL  CARE 


13 


physicians'  care  averaged  $14.  However,  34  percent  of  the  families 
had  no  expenditures  whatsoever,  and  30  percent  incurred  expenditures 
amounting  to  less  than  $10;  12  percent  spent  from  $30  to  $99,  and  2 
percent,  $100  or  more  (tables  5  and  37). 

As  income  increased,  the  proportion  of  families  spending  small 
amounts  decreased  while  relatively  more  incurred  large  expenditures. 
The  unequal  distribution  of  expenditures  persisted,  however.  Thus, 
in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  outlays  for  physicians'  services  averaged 
$43.  Even  in  this  comparatively  well-to-do  group  16  percent  of  the 
families  incurred  no  expenditure;  9  percent  kept  their  outlays  under 
$10;  43  percent  spent  from  $10  to  $29;  and  7  percent,  $100  or  more. 

Office  visits  were  reported  by  a  larger  proportion  of  families  than 
home  visits  at  every  income  level  (table  6).  The  higher  charges 
customary  for  the  latter  than  for  the  former  type  of  service  may  be  one 
explanation  of  the  difference.  In  addition,  there  is  an  increasing 
effort  to  teach  the  public  to  consult  a  physician  before  a  person  is 
bedridden. 


Table  6. — office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians:  Percentage  of  families 
having  expenditures  for  office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians,  and  average 
expenditures  per  family,  per  capita,  and  per  visit  or  call,  hy  income.  Middle  At- 
lantic and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Office  visits 

Home  calls 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Fami- 
lies 
having 
expend- 
itures 2 

Aver- 
age 

num- 
ber 
of 

visits  3 

Average  expenditures 

Fami- 
lies 
hav- 
ing 
ex- 
pendi- 
tures 2 

Aver- 
age 

num- 
ber 
of 

calls  3 

Average  expenditures 

Per 

fami- 
ly 2 

Per 
family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

Per 

capi- 
ta 4 

Per 

visit  5 

Per 

fami- 
ly 2 

Per 

family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

Per 
capi- 
ta 4 

Per 
call  6 

All  incomes « 

Pet. 
59.6 

No. 
11.05 

Dol. 
10.12 

Dol. 
16.98 

Dol. 
2.84 

Dol. 
1.54 

Pd. 
45.9 

No. 
7.60 

Dol. 

8.34 

Dol. 
18.19 

Dol. 
2.34 

Dol. 
2.39 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

32.1 
51.9 
56.1 
61.0 
62.9 
60.8 
67.7 
65.2 
66.1 
71.4 

10.61 
8.74 
9.22 
10.25 
12.19 
11.34 
11.59 
13.86 
13.71 
14.42 

4.04 
7.26 
7.15 
8.98 
9.91 
12.06 
12.36 
12.96 
21.  58 
22.17 

12.56 
13.97 
12.74 
14.76 
15.  75 
19.85 
18.27 
19.89 
32.64 
31.04 

1.45 
2.30 
2.06 
2.44 
2.63 
3.23 
3.37 
3.72 
5.86 
5.60 

1.18 
1.60 
1.38 
1.44 
1.29 
1.75 
1.58 
1.44 
2.38 
2.15 

28.6 
41.1 
46.0 
46.3 
49.5 
44.5 
48.5 
47.4 
50.0 
54.3 

6.00 
6.33 
6.94 
7.46 
8.10 
9.62 
7.46 
7.86 
7.58 
8.15 

4.71 
6.30 
7.13 
8.25 
9.75 
8.80 
7.78 
8.28 
10.59 
20.74 

16.50 
15.34 
15.51 
17.83 
19.71 
19.76 
16.04 
17.47 
21.19 
38.21 

1.69 
1.99 
2.05 
2.24 
2.59 
2.36 
2.12 
2.38 
2.88 
5.24 

2.75 
2.42 
2.23 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

2.39 
2.43 
2.05 
2.15 
2.22 
2.80 
4.69 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures  for 
physicians. 

3  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  each  class  having  expenditures. 

*  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family  had 
any  expenditures  for  physicians. 
5  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  visits  or  calls  in  each  class. 
8  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.    (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

Moreover,  expenditures  for  office  visits  accounted  for  one-half  or 
more  of  the  total  spent  for  services  of  physicians  at  every  income 
level  save  the  lowest  and  the  highest.  In  the  former  class,  $250-$499, 
the  difference  between  the  two  averages — $4.04  and  $4.71 — was  not 
great.  In  the  class  $5,000-$9,999,  the  reliability  of  the  averages 
for  comparisons  is  open  to  question,  since  there  were  but  10  families 
and  there  was  the  likelihood  of  relatively  great  fluctuation  due  to 
sampling. 
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In  general,  the  average  expenditures  for  the  two  types  of  services — 
office  visits  and  home  calls — were  more  similar  than  the  relative 
number  of  families  having  the  services.  The  higher  rates  charged 
for  home  calls — averaging  $2.39  as  compared  with  $1.54  for  those 
at  the  office — served  to  offset  the  smaller  proportion  of  families  having 
the  former  type  of  care.  Apparently  there  was  some  tendency  for 
the  physicians  in  these  small  communities  to  establish  a  uniform  rate 
for  each  of  the  two  types  of  visits,  regardless  of  income.  Average 
expenditures  per  home  visit  did  not  follow  any  consistent  trend  with 
rising  income;  the  average  for  families  at  the  lowest  extreme  of  the 
income  distribution  was  approximate^  the  same  as  that  for  families 
in  the  income  class  $2,500-$2,999.  Averages  for  office  visits  showed 
somewhat  more  tendency  to  be  higher  at  the  upper  income  levels 
but  there  were  exceptions.  Physicians  often  do  not  charge  the  regular 
rate  if  a  patient  has  numerous  calls;  this  practice  may  account  in 
part  for  the  lower  average  rates  at  some  of  the  upper  income  levels 
(table  6). 

Volume  of  services  received,  excluding  free  care. 

Had  all  visits  to  offices  of  physicians  (excluding  free  care)  been 
distributed  equally  among  all  families  studied  in  these  villages,  each 
would  have  had  6.60  such  calls;  if  distributed  among  the  families 
having  such  services,  each  would  have  had  11.05.  This  latter  average 
changed  little  thi'oughout  the  income  classes,  although  there  was  a 
slight  tendency  for  the  niunber  of  visits  to  increase  as  family  income 
rose.  At  onlv  two  mcome  levels,  $500-$749  and  $750-$999,  did  it 
fall  below  10  (table  6). 

Within  each  income  class  a  few  families  reported  a  large  number  of 
office  visits,  while  a  few  made  only  one  or  two  during  the  year.  For 
example,  at  the  level  $500-$749  the  average  number  of  office  visits 
was  8.74  for  the  families  that  had  them  and  4.54  for  all  families. 
Almost  one-half,  48  percent,  of  the  families  reported  no  visits;  27  per- 
cent reported  fewer  than  5;  9  percent  had  from  5  to  9;  and  16  percent, 
10  or  more.  At  this  comparatively  low- income  level,  some  imusual 
circumstances  necessitated  50  or  more  office  visits  for  five  families. 
The  proportion  of  families  that  reported  10  or  more  office  visits  tended 
to  increase  with  family  income.  Thus,  in  the  class  $750-$999,  17 
percent  of  the  families  had  10  or  more  office  visits;  at  the  le\  el  $1,500- 
$1,749,  24  percent;  and  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999,  32  percent  (table  7). 

The  total  number  of  calls  made  by  physicians  to  the  homes  of  the 
village  families  surveyed  would  have  provided  3.49  calls  per  family 
had  they  been  evenly  apportioned  among  the  entire  group;  7.60  calls, 
had  the  families  receiving  such  services  shared  equally.  Fewer  than 
half  of  the  families,  46  percent,  spent  for  home  calls  bv  doctors  (tables 
6  and  41). 

The  average  number  of  home  calls  received  bT  families  having  such 
services  increased  irregularly  with  income.  At  levels  below  $1,000, 
the  averages  ranged  from  6.00  to  6.94  calls;  at  levels  in  the  range 
$l,000-$3,999,  from  7.46  to  9.62. 

Large  differences  were  found  in  the  number  of  physicians'  home 
calls  reported  by  the  families  within  any  one  income  class.  At  each 
income  level  within  the  range  $500-$2,999,  some  families  had  1  or  2 
home  calls;  others,  perhaps  because  of  serious  illness,  had  as  many  as 
50  or  more.     The  proportion  of  families  reportiQg  10  or  more  call§ 
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did  not  tend  to  increase  as  markedly  from  lower  to  higher  income 
levels  as  the  percentage  having  office  visits.  Apparently,  if  home 
calls  became  necessary,  a  family's  ability  to  pay  for  this  service  had 
little  weight  in  determining  the  number  of  calls  made  (table  7). 


Table  7. — distribution  of  families  by  number  of  physicians'  visits:  Percent- 
age 1  distribution  of  families  by  number  of  office  visits  and  by  number  of  home  calls 
of  physicians,  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis 
unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include 

a  husband  and 

wife,  both  native-born 

Family-income  class 

Percentage  distribution  of  families  by  number  of  visits  of  physicians  i 

(dollars) 

None 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-29 

30-49 

50  or 

over 

All  incomes  ^.. 

250-499... 
500-749 .... 
750-999.... 
1,000-1,249 
1,250-1,499 
1,500-1,749 
1,750-1,999 
2,000-2,499 
2,500-2,999 
3,000-3,999 


All  incomes  ^.. 

250-499 _._. 
500-749.... 
750-999.-. 
1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499 
1,500-1,749 
1,750-1,999 
2,000-2,199 
2,500-2,999 
3,000-3,999 


OFFICE  VISITS 


40.4 

4.7 

6.2 

5.5 

5.0 

15.8 

9.4 

3.7 

4.7 

2.6 

07.9 

4.2 

5.6 

4.2 

1.4 

9.7 

4.2 

.0 

.0 

1.4 

48.1 

7.1 

5.5 

8.3 

5.8 

8.9 

6.5 

3.7 

2.5 

2.1 

43.9 

5.8 

7.2 

5.2 

5.0 

15.9 

7.3 

3.1 

2.9 

2.3 

39.0 

4.3 

8.0 

6.2 

4.1 

16.9 

9.0 

3.5 

4.3 

3.3 

37.1 

4.9 

4.9 

4.5 

4.2 

18.4 

10.7 

5.2 

5.2 

2.1 

39.2 

3.3 

8.6 

5.3 

4.5 

14.6 

12.6 

3.7 

4.  1 

.8 

32.3 

5.2 

3.8 

3.8 

8.5 

20.9 

9.9 

3.8 

6.6 

3.3 

34.8 

3.1 

4.8 

5.7 

6.1 

17.1 

12.2 

2.2 

6.6 

3.5 

33.9 

L9 

4.8 

2.9 

6.7 

18.2 

11.5 

3.8 

11.5 

3.8 

28.6 

3.6 

1.8 

1.8 

1.8 

16.0 

19.6 

10.7 

10.7 

3.6 

1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.4 
2.8 
3.3 
1.9 
3.9 
1.0 
1.8 


HOME  CALLS 


54.1 

8.0 

8.1 

4.9 

4.0 

9.5 

5.5 

1.4 

2.6 

1.1 

71.4 

7.2 

7.2 

.0 

1.4 

4.3 

5.7 

1.4 

1.4 

.0 

58.9 

8.1 

6.5 

4.7 

4.7 

8.8 

4.0 

1.2 

2.2 

.6 

54.0 

8.3 

8.8 

4.9 

3.9 

10.6 

4.3 

1.8 

2.0 

.8 

53.7 

8.8 

7.8 

4.4 

3.6 

10.5 

6.0 

1.0 

2.4 

1.0 

50.  5 

8.6 

9.8 

4.6 

2.3 

8.9 

7.6 

2.3 

2.8 

1.3 

55.  5 

6.6 

6.2 

4.5 

4.5 

10.3 

4.5 

2.1 

2.9 

1.2 

51.5 

9.1 

8.2 

8.6 

3.8 

7.7 

6.2 

.5 

2.4 

1.0 

52.6 

8.8 

7.9 

7.0 

3.5 

7.0 

6.2 

.9 

3.5 

2.2 

50.0 

4.5 

10.0 

4.5 

7.3 

11.9 

3.6 

.9 

6.4 

.0 

45.7 

2.0 

6.0 

2.0 

12.1 

16.1 

8.1 

2,0 

2.0 

4.0 

.0 
.3 
.6 
.8 
1.3 
1.7 
1.0 
.4 


1  Percentages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  office 
visits  or  home  calls  of  physicians. 

2  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

3  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.    (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

Services  of  Surgeons  or  Other  Special  Practitioners 

Services  of  special  practitioners  were  far  less  used  than  those  of 
physicians  by  these  village  families;  only  about  one-tenth  as  many — 7 
percent  compared  with  74  percent — had  expenditures  for  the  former 
type  of  medical  care  as  for  the  latter.  Accessibility  doubtless  is  in 
part  responsible  for  this  difference;  in  communities  as  small  as  these 
villages,  physicians  in  general  practice  must  have  been  much  more 
generally  available  than  those  highly  specialized  in  one  branch  of 
medicine.  However,  even  if  the  family  can  choose  between  the  spe- 
cialist and  the  family  doctor,  the  latter  will  be  called  for  many  cases 
of  illness. 

Nonmedical  as  well  as  medical  practitioners  were  classified  as 
special  practitioners,  but  few  families  had  expenditures  for  services 
of  the  former  as  follows: 
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Percentage  of  Average 

families  having     expenditures  per 

Special  practitioner:                                                              services  family  ^ 

All  types 7.3  $4.62 

Surgeons 2.2  2.51 

Obstetricians 1.  2  ,57 

Other  medical  specialists 1.8  .72 

Chiropractors .5  .12 

Osteopaths .4  .05 

Other  nonmedical  practitioners  and  unknown.  1.  2  .65 
1  Based  on  the  total  number  of  families,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures. 

Surgeons  received  more  than  half  of  the  outlays  of  these  village 
families  for  special  practitioners;  obstetricians  and  other  medical 
specialists,  more  than  one-fourth.  Outlays  for  nonmedical  prac- 
titioners were  relative^  unimportant. 

The  proportion  of  families  that  had  expenditures  for  services  of 
special  practitioners  tended  to  increase,  though  irregularly,  with 
income.  About  4  percent  of  the  families  in  classes  under  $1,000  had 
outlays  for  such  services,  compared  with  nearly  17  percent  of  those  in 
classes  above  $2,500.  iiverage  amounts  expended  for  the  services  of 
special  practitioners  tended  to  increase  with  mcome  as  did  the  per- 
centage of  the  total  medical  bill  attributed  to  these  services.  Families 
in  the  class  $500-$749  spent  an  average  of  $3  for  fees  of  these  special- 
ists, whereas  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999  the  average  was  $18.  At  the 
lower  of  these  two  levels,  these  expenditures  accounted  for  8  percent 
of  the  total  medical  bill;  at  the  upper,  15  percent.  The  increase  in 
average  expenditures  did  not  foUow  a  consistent  pattern,  but  con- 
sistency would  scarcely  be  expected  in  view  of  the  mde  variations  in 
charges  for  services  of  the  different  practitioners  in  the  group  and  the 
small  number  of  families  purchasing  this  type  of  care. 

Families  spending  for  services  of  special  practitioners  had  average 
outlays  more  than  twice  as  great  as  those  of  families  spending  for 
physicians'  care — $63  compared  with  $25.  While  the  average  amount 
spent  for  special  practitioners  by  all  families  was  relatively  small,  the 
average  for  families  receiving  such  services  was  of  appreciable  size 
at  every  income  level  and  increased  with  income,  as  is  sho\vn  below 
by  selected  classes: 

Average  expenditures  for  special 
practitioners  i 

All  Families  having  Per 

Family-income  class:  families         such  expenditures  capita 

All _. $4.62     $63.31     $L  30 

$250-$499 .30  25.00  .11 

$500-$749 2.59  49.11  .82 

$1,000-$1,249 2.05  36.78  .56 

$1,500-$1,749 4.67  48.93  1.25 

$2,000-$2,499 7.41  78.08  2.13 

$3,000-$3,999 15.13  88.25  3.82 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  may  be  obtained  from  tables  35  and  4S. 

Clinic  Visits 

Visits  to  clinics  may  take  the  place  of  visits  to  a  physician's  office. 
However,  families  in  villages  would  have  less  opportimity  than  those 
in  cities  to  obtain  care  at  clinics,  since  such  services  would  be  avail- 
able usually  in  connection  with  a  hospital  or  a  county  medical  unit 
only.     Only  1  percent  of  the  families  incurred  expenditures  for  care 
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of  this  type.  These  families  were  not  limited  to  the  low-income 
group;  two  were  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999.  Average  expenditures 
for  clinic  visits  were  small — less  than  1  percent  of  total  medical  care 
outlays  (tables  4  and  35). 

Examinations  and  Tesfs 

Expenditures  for  X-rays,  blood  counts,  bacteriological  tests,  and 
other  laboratory  work  done  as  part  of  a  medical  examination  were 
included  in  this  category.  Charges  made  by  physicians  for  exami- 
nations and  tests  were  included  in  this  category  if  the  family  could 
separate  outlays  for  such  services  from  other  items  in  the  doctor's 
bill.  Fewer  than  8  percent  of  the  families  at  any  income  level  save 
the  highest  ($5,000-$9,999)  spent  for  special  tests  of  this  sort.  The 
proportion  was  somewhat  greater  among  families  above  the  $1,000- 
income  line  than  below  (table  35). 

Average  amounts  spent  were  comparatively  small  at  every  income 
level,  ranging  from  a  low  of  $0.30  for  families  in  the  class  $250-$499 
to  a  high  of  $5.40  for  those  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999.  Although  such 
outlays  comprised  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  total  expenditures  for 
medical  care,  they  were  comparatively  large  for  those  families  that 
paid  for  this  service.  For  example,  in  the  income  class  $500-$749, 
the  average  amount  paid  by  families  having  such  services  was  $27, 
and  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999,  $91. 


Table  8. — hospitalization:  Average  number  of  days  of  hospitalization;  average 
expenditures  per  family,  per  capita,  and  per  day  of  hospitalization;  and  distribu- 
tion of  families  by  amount  of  expenditures;  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Aver- 
age 
num- 
ber of 
days 

of 
hospi- 
taliza- 
tion 2 

Average  expenditures 

Families  spending  for 
hospitalization  3— 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Per- 
cent- 
age of 
total 
medi- 
cal 
care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 3 

Per 

fam- 

hav- 
ing 
ex- 
pendi- 
tures 2 

Per 

cap- 
ita < 

Per 

hospi- 
taliza- 
tion 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$20 

$20- 
$39 

$40- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100 

or 

over 

All  incomes  s.... 

No. 
12.58 

Pet. 
12.2 

DoL 

7.06 

DoL 

71.10 

DoL 
1.98 

DoL 
5.65 

Pet. 
9.9 

Pet. 
2.0 

PeL 
2.0 

Pet. 
2.2 

Pet. 

1.7 

Pet. 
2.0 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249.  _ 
1,250-1,499.. 
1,500-1,749.. 
1,750-1,999.. 
2,000-2,499.. 
2,500-2,999. . 
3,000-3,999.. 

6  12. 00 
14.04 
10.11 
11.9fi 
11.15 
17.65 
14.  03 
12.92 
9.56 
12.69 

5.9 
14.6 

5.6 
11.7 
14.3 
15.1 
13.9 

9.4 
1L2 
16.1 

.98 

4.85 

L99 

5.51 

8.68 

10.59 

10.36 

7.76 

13.52 

24.43 

6  41.  00 
69.76 
42.11 
59.75 
72.69 
88.15 
83.97 
81.79 
59.11 

106.  88 

.35 
1.53 

.57 
1.50 
2.30 
2.84 
2.82 
2.23 
3.67 
6.17 

6  3.42 
4.97 
4.17 
5.00 
6.52 
4.99 
5.99 
6.33 
6.18 
8.42 

2.4 
6.9 
4.7 
9.2 
11.9 
12.0 
12.3 
9.5 
22.9 
22.9 

.0 
1.9 
1.0 
2.3 
2.2 
2.1 
1.7 
1.6 
5.1 
4.3 

1.2 
L7 
L8 
1.4 
2.4 
1.1 
3.0 
2.4 
5.1 
1.4 

L2 
LI 
LO 
2.7 
3.0 
2.5 
3.0 
2.7 
3.4 
.0 

.0 

.5 

.3 

1.4 

3.0 

2.8 

.8 

.4 

5.9 

7.1 

.0 

1.7 
.6 
L4 
L3 
3.5 
3.8 
2.4 
3.4 
10.1 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table.    See  also  table  35,  footnote  4. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  hospitalization. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures  for 
hospitalization. 

'-  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family  had 
any  expenditures  for  hospitalization. 

5  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.    (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

6  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Hospital  Care 

One  in  every  ten  families  studied  in  these  villages  spent  something 
for  hospital  care  during  the  report  period.  Relatively  more  well-to-do 
families  than  those  in  poor  or  moderate  circumstances  had  such  ex- 
penditures— 7  percent  in  the  income  class  $500-$749,  12  percent  in 
the  class  $1,500-$  1,749,  and  26  percent  of  those  with  incomes  of 
$3,000  or  more  (tables  8  and  35). 

Hospitalization  expenditures,  averaging  $7,  accounted  for  about 
one-eighth  of  the  total  medical  outlays  of  this  group  of  families. 
Amounts  spent  increased  appreciably  with  income,  rising  from  an 
average  of  $1  for  families  in  the  lowest  class  $250-$499  to  $24  for 
those  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999.  As  would  be  expected  because  of 
the  variable  nature  of  such  outlays  and  the  comparatively  small 
proportion  of  families  having  them,  the  increases  did  not  follow  a 
consistent  pattern. 

The  sums  expended  for  hospitalization  differed  widely  at  a  given 
income  level.  Thus  in  the  class  $1,000-$1,249,  53  families  had  ex- 
penditures for  such  care;  1  spent  less  than  $5;  and  1,  more  than 
$250 — constituting  more  than  one-fifth  of  the  year's  income.  Aver- 
age outlays  of  all  53  families  were  $60;  16  (fewer  than  one-third) 
spent  more  than  the  average.  Expenditures  for  hospitalization, 
therefore,  while  they  would  have  been  small  had  they  been  appor- 
tioned to  all  families,  were  a  heavy  financial  burden  for  those  having 
comparatively  long  periods  of  such  care.  Differences  in  amounts 
expended  for  hospital  care  by  families  in  selected  income  classes  are 
illustrated  in  the  following  tabulation: 

Number  of  families  in  selected  income 
classes  having  specified  amounts  of 
expenditures  for  hospital  care 

Range  of  expenditures :                                            $o00-$7i9     $i ,  ooo-$i ,  U9     $s,  ooo-$3, 999 
Any  amount 25  53  16 

Under  $5 0  1  0 

$5-$9 4  5  3 

$10-$29 7  11  1 

$30-$59 6  20  0 

$60-$99 2  8  5 

$100-$249 4  7  6 

$250  or  over 2  1  1 

That  persons  did  not  usually  receive  hospital  care  for  minor  ill- 
nesses is  indicated  by  the  small  number  of  families  having  expendi- 
tures of  less  than  $10 — only  8  percent  of  those  having  outlays — and 
by  the  average  period  of  care  reported  by  the  families  spending  for 
this  service — 12.58  days.  Need  for  care  difficult  to  give  at  home 
seems  to  have  determined  the  length  of  stay  in  the  hospital.  Thus, 
in  the  income  class  $250-$499,  the  two  families  that  spent  for  hospital 
care  reported  periods  averaging  12.00  days  each;  the  four  in  the  class 
$5,000-$9,999,  10.75  days.  Averages  for  the  different  income  groups 
ranged  from  a  low  of  9.56  days  for  families  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999 
to  a  high  of  17.65  days  for  those  in  the  class  $1,500-$1,749. 

The  average  expenditure  per  day  of  hospitalization  tended  to  in- 
crease slightly,  though  irregularly,  with  income.  Thus,  outlays  of 
families  in  the  class  $750-$999  averaged  $4  a  day  compared  with  $8 
for  families  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999.  Doubtless  the  higher  income 
group  spent  for  private  rooms  more  often  than  did  those  of  more 
limited  means. 
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Nurses'  Services 

Services  of  graduate  or  practical  nurses  accounted  for  only  a  small 
share — 3  percent — of  the  total  outlays  for  medical  care  of  the  families 
studied  in  these  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages.  Rela- 
tively few,  4  percent  of  the  group,  had  expenditures  for  special  nurses 
at  the  hospital  or  at  home  or  for  visiting  nurses  from  the  public  health 
department  or  other  welfare  agencies.  In  addition,  more  than  double 
this  percentage  had  some  nursing  care  as  a  part  of  their  hospitalization. 
More  of  the  families  spent  for  nurses  to  care  for  the  sick  at  home  than 
for  special  nurses  at  hospitals.  A  negligible  number  (5  of  the  3,042) 
had  expenditures  for  visiting  nurses.  Some  families  may  have 
received  such  services  without  direct  charge  from  public  health  nurses. 
Perhaps  the  services  of  visiting  nurses  were  not  available  in  some  of 
these  small  communities  (table  35). 

The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  nursing  services  tended  to 
increase  with  income.  At  levels  below  $1 ,000  none  of  the  families  paid 
for  special  nurses  at  hospitals  and  fewer  than  2  percent  for  such  care 
at  home;  of  the  group  of  70  families  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  13 
percent  spent  for  nursing  care.  This  latter  percentage  may  be  some- 
what greater  than  would  be  found  in  a  larger  sample  of  families  at  this 
income  level,  but  it  indicates  that  there  is  a  relationship  between  pur* 
chase  of  the  services  of  nurses  and  the  family's  ability  to  pay. 

With  relatively  more  of  the  families  at  the  upper  than  the  lower 
part  of  the  income  distribution  spending  for  nursing  care,  it  is  not 
surprising  that  average  expenditures  were  appreciably  higher  at  the 
former  than  the  latter  levels.  Thus,  in  the  class  $250-$499,  average 
outlays  of  all  families  for  such  services  were  but  $0.12  as  compared 
with  $9.48  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999.  The  upward  trend  of  the  aver- 
age was  somewhat  irregular,  but  incidence  of  serious  illness  follows  no 
set  pattern.  The  more  well-to-do  families  having  nursing  care  tended 
to  spend  more  for  such  services  than  the  lower  income  groups,  as  is 
shown  below  by  data  for  selected  classes: 

Expenditures  for  nursing  services  other  than 
of  visiting  nurse  i 

Percentage  of  Average  per 

families  hav-  family  having 

-r-,        .,      .                   ,                                                                  ing  such  ex-  Average  per       such  expendi- 

1^  amily-mcome  class:                                                            penditures  family  ^                 tures 

$250-$499 1.2  $0.12  $10.00 

$500-$749 1.1  .13  11.50 

$1,000-$1,249 3.1  .75  23.89 

$2,000-$2,499 4.7  2.26  47.58 

$3,000-$3,999 12.9  9.48  73.78 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  are  given  in  table  35. 

2  Based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures. 

Amounts  spent  by  families  having  nursing  services  varied  widely. 
For  example,  of  the  total  group  of  109  village  families  having  such 
expenditures,  1  spent  less  than  $5 ;  8  had  expenditures  that  fell  in  the 
range  $150-$249  (table  38). 

Relatively  fewer  families  had  services  of  special  nurses  at  hospitals 
than  at  home — 1.6  percent  compared  with  2.2  percent.  However, 
average  outlays  for  families  having  such  services  at  hospitals,  $52, 
were  higher  than  the  average  for  home  care,  $32.  Expenditures  for 
the  former  services  include  not  only  the  nurse's  salary  but  also  her 
board  at  the  hospital.  This  may  explain  in  part  the  higher  average 
amount  spent  for  nursing  care  at  hospitals,  although  the  average  num- 
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ber  of  days  of  service  was  smaller,  8.30  as  compared  with  11.75.  Since 
some  of  the  services  rendered  at  home  may  have  been  those  of  practical 
nm-ses,  salary  rates  may  have  been  lower — another  reason  for  the 
smaller  average  outlays  for  home  nursing  care. 

Dentists'  Services 

Periodic  dental  examinations,  so  strongly  urged  in  programs  of 
health  education,  had  not  been  placed  in  the  list  of  most  urgent  needs 
of  many  of  the  village  families  that  presumably  were  able  to  pay  for 
such  services.  Even  in  the  income  classes  above  $2,000,  more  than 
one-fifth  of  the  families  had  no  expenditures  for  dental  care.  The  pro- 
portion of  these  families  receiving  such  services  without  charge  from 
friends  or  relatives  was  small — 3  percent  or  fewer  (table  11).  Low- 
income  families  doubtless  found  it  necessary  to  use  their  meager  funds 
for  more  pressing  needs ;  only  14  percent  of  those  in  the  class  $250-$499 
made  outlays  for  care  of  teeth  (table  9). 

Table  9. — dentifts'  services:  Average  expenditures  for  dentists'  services  per 
family  and  per  capita,  and  distribution  of  fainilies  hy  amount  of  expenditures,  by 
income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

Average  expenditures 

Fami  ies  spending  for  dentists'  services  2— 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Per- 
centage 
of  total 
medical 

care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 2 

Per 

family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

Per 
cap- 
ita* 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$5 

.$5-$9 

$10- 
$29 

$30- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100 

or 

over 

All  incomes  ' 

No. 
3,042 

Pet. 

15.7 

Dol. 
9.03 

Dol. 
17.83 

Dol. 

2.54 

Pd. 
50.6 

Pd. 

11.8 

Pd. 

10.7 

Pd. 

19.2 

Pd. 
6.1 

Pd. 
2.0 

Pd. 
0.8 

250-499 

500-749 

84 
360 
572 
575 
461 
283 
235 
253 
118 

70 

11.0 
9.5 
15.6 
13.9 
15.1 
14.9 
16.4 
20.0 
18.4 
17.7 

1.80 
3.14 
5.56 
6.57 
9.17 
10.47 
12.15 
16.42 
22.33 
26.83 

12.58 
10.88 
12.55 
12.93 
17.17 
17.94 
20.39 
23.88 
31.76 
34.15 

.65 
.99 
1.60 
1.79 
2.43 
2.81 
3.31 
4.72 
6.07 
6.78 

14.3 
28.9 
44.2 
50.8 
53.4 
58.3 
59.6 
68.8 
70.3 
78.6 

9.5 
13.0 
14.8 
14.8 
11.5 
11.3 
8.5 
8.7 
5.1 
1.4 

.0 
6.4 
10.3 
12.5 
13.2 
10.6 
16.2 
9.5 
9.3 
8.6 

2.4 
6.7 
13.8 
18.1 
19.6 
26.8 
25.1 
33.6 
28.9 
37.2 

1.2 
1.7 
4.2 
4.0 
6.5 
6.7 
5.1 
11.0 
19.5 
i8.6 

1.2 
1.1 
.9 
1.2 
2.2 
2.5 
3.0 
2.8 
4.2 
7.  1 

.0 
.0 

750-999 

1.000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

.2 

.2 

.4 

.4 

1.7 

3.2 

3.3 

5.7 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures for  dentists'  services. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  famihes  in  each  class  having  expenditures  for  dentists'  services. 

4  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family  had 
any  expenditures  for  dentists'  services. 

5  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.     (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

Average  expenditures  of  all  families  for  dental  care  increased  with 
income,  not  only  because  the  proportion  of  families  spending  rose  but 
also  because  the  more  well-to-do  families  spent  more  for  such  services 
than  the  low-income  groups.  The  increase  in  average  outlays  from 
the  class  $250-$499_to  the  class  $3,000-$3,999  was  almost  fifteenfold— 
$2  as  compared  with  $27 — wliile  average  income  was  less  than  10 
times  greater.  In  the  former  class  the  families  purchasing  services 
spent  sums  averaging  $13;  in  the  latter  class,  $34. 

Had  the  total  dental  bill  of  the  families  at  each  income  level  been 
apportioned  equally  among  all,  each  family  within  the  class  $500- 
$749  would  have  spent  $3  during  the  12-month  period.  However, 
approximately  71  percent  of  the  families  incurred  no  dental  bills; 
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13  percent  had  outlays  of  less  than  $5.  A  few  famihes,  3  percent, 
spent  amounts  that  were  in  the  range  $30-$99  and  thus  bore  an  unduly 
heavy  share  of  the  total  bill  for  the  group. 

Similar  inequalities  in  the  distribution  of  the  total  expenditures  may 
be  observed  within  other  income  classes.  Average  outlays  of  all 
families  in  the  class  $1,000-$1,249  were  $7;  only  one-half  had  any 
expenditures  and  15  percent  spent  less  than  $5 ;  a  very  small  proportion, 
5  percent,  spent  sums  of  $30  or  more.  At  the  $3,000-$3,999  level, 
approximately  one-fifth  of  the  families  incurred  no  expenditures  what- 
soever and  10  percent  spent  less  than  $10;  6  percent,  however,  had 
expenditures  of  $100  or  more. 

Eyeglasses  and  Oculists'  Services 

Nearly  one-fifth  of  all  the  families  studied  in  these  Middle  Atlantic 
and  North  Central  villages  purchased  eyeglasses,  but  only  6  percent 
had  expenditures  for  examinations  by  oculists.^  The  proportion  of 
families  spending  for  each  category — for  services  of  oculists  and  for 
glasses — increased  with  income.  At  the  $250-$499  level,  2  percent  of 
the  families  paid  for  examinations  by  oculists  and  8  percent  purchased 
eyeglasses;  at  the  level  $3,000-$3,999,  the  two  proportions  were  13 
and  30  (table  10). 


Table  10. — eyeglasses  and  oculists'  services:  Percentage  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  eyeglasses  and  oculists'  services,  and  average  amounts  spent,  hy 
income.  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

fWhite  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Average 

Eyeglasses 

Oculists' 

services 

Family-income 

Fami- 

expendi- 
tures for 

Fami- 

Average expenditures 

Fami- 

Average expenditures 

class  (dollars) 

lies 

glasses 

and 
oculists' 
services  2 

lies 
having 
expend- 
itures^ 

Percent- 
age of 

total 
medical 

care 

Per 
fam- 
ily 2 

Per 
family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

lies 
having 
expend- 
itures 2 

Percent- 
age of 

total 
medical 

care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 2 

Per 

family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

No. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

All  incomes  4 

3,042 

3.53 

18.7 

4.7 

2.73 

14.58 

6.2 

L4 

0.80 

12.75 

250-499 

84 

.82 

8.3 

3.9 

.65 

7.86 

2.4 

1.0 

.17 

67.00 

500-749 

360 

1.65 

10.6 

3.8 

1.27 

12.05 

3.1 

1.1 

.38 

12.45 

750-999 

572 

2.06 

13.8 

4.6 

1.64 

11.85 

4.2 

1.2 

.42 

10.08 

1,000-1,249- -_ 

675 

2.77 

17.0 

4.9 

2.28 

13.41 

4.2 

1.0 

.49 

11.67 

l,250-l,499^-. 

461 

3.51 

21.7 

4.7 

2.82 

13.01 

6.5 

1.1 

.69 

10.67 

1,500-1,749._. 

283 

5.19 

25.8 

6.2 

4.33 

16.78 

6.4 

1.2 

.86 

13.56 

1,750-1,999.- 

235 

4.39 

18.3 

4.0 

2.98 

16.28 

9.4 

1.9 

1.41 

15.09 

2,000-2,499_._ 

253 

5.60 

26.5 

4.9 

4.04 

15.25 

11.5 

1.9 

1.56 

13.59 

2,500-2,999___ 

118 

8.33 

28.8 

4.6 

5.59 

19.41 

16.9 

2.3 

2.74 

16.15 

3,000-3,999_._ 

70 

7.59 

30.0 

4.0 

6.13 

20.43 

12.9 

1.0 

1.46 

11.33 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures for  eyeglasses  or  oculists'  services. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures. 

^  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.     (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 
6  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 

Average  expenditures  for  all  families  for  glasses  were  more  than 
three  times  as  great  as  for  oculists'  services — $2.73  compared  with 
$0.80.     Average  amounts  spent  for  both  categories  increased  with 

3  Fees  paid  to  opticians  were  included  with  expenditures  for  eyeglasses; ;  hence  any  family  that  consulted 
an  optician  would  be  included  in  the  proportion  having  expenditures  for  eyeglasses  regardless  of  whether 
such  a  purchase  was  made.  However,  editors  report  there  were  few,  if  any,  records  of  payments  to  opticians 
without  the  purchase  of  glasses.  , 
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income.  In  the  class  $250-$499,  outlays  for  glasses  averaged  $0.65 
and  for  services  $0.17;  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  the  two  averages 
were  $6.13  and  $1.46. 

Amounts  spent  by  families  buying  glasses  also  increased  with 
income  but  less,  proportionally,  than  the  averages  on  the  all-family 
basis.  In  the  seven  income  classes  within  the  range  $500-$2,499, 
averages  for  families  purchasing  varied  from  $11.85  to  $16.78;  averages 
for  all  families,  from  $1.27  to  $4.33. 

Eyeglasses  and  oculists'  fees  together  accounted  for  only  6  percent 
of  the  total  medical  bill  of  all  these  village  families.  Although  average 
expenditures  both  for  eyeglasses  and  for  oculists'  fees  tended  to 
increase  with  family  income,  there  was  no  decided  upw^ard  trend  in 
the  share  of  total  expenditures  for  medical  care  taken  by  these  items. 

Free  Medical  Services 

Only  5  percent  of  the  village  families  studied  reported  the  receipt 
of  medical  services  of  any  kind  without  charge.  Inability  to  pay 
apparently  was  not  the  sole  basis  for  determining  whether  free  care 
was  received  since  these  families  were  found  at  every  income  level 
including  the  highest,  $5,000-$9,999.  Fewer  than  4  percent  of  the 
families  in  the  income  class  $500-$749  had  care  without  charge;  5 
percent  at  the  level  $1,500-$1,749;  and  fewer  than  3  percent  in  the 
class  $3,000-$3,999  (table  35). 

Table  11. — free  medical  care:  Number  of  families  receiving  specified  types  of 
medical  services  free,  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis 
unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fami- 
lies 

Families  receiving  specified  types  of  medical  services  free 

Family-income  class  (dollars) 

Any 
services 

Physician 
or  special 
practi- 
tioner 2 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Clinic 

visits 

Hos- 
pital 
room 
orbed 

Examina- 
tions, 
tests,  or 
nursing 

services  3 

All  incomes 

Number 
3,042 

NuTuber 
143 

Number 
71 

Number 
23 

Number 
11 

Number 
21 

Number 
11 

Number 
34 

0-999                -           

1,016 

1,554 

371 

101 

.  40 

77 

'I 

21 

33 

14 

3 

6 
12 
2 
3 

1 
7 
1 
2 

6 

14 

1 

0 

4 
6 
1 
0 

10 

1,000-1,999 

18 

2,000-2,999 

5 

3,000  or  over 

1 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Of  these  families  only  5  reported  free  services  of  special  practitioners. 

3  Includes  families  receiving  free  services  of  private  or  visiting  nurse. 

The  families  at  higher  income  levels  probably  received  free  services 
through  professional  courtesy  or  from  relatives.  There  also  was  the 
possibility  that  families  protected  by  health  and  accident  insurance 
might  receive  services  without  direct  expenditures — that  their  bills 
would  be  paid  by  the  insurance  company.  Only  one  such  case  was 
reported  in  this  group  of  villages;  similar  circumstances  were  found 
more  often  elsewhere  (see  table  35,  footnote  6).  Although  lower  in- 
come families  might  also  be  cared  for  by  relatives  without  charge, 
undoubtedly  some  received  free  services  from  welfare  agencies  because 
of  inability  to  pay. 
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Relatively  more  families  received  free  services  from  physicians 
than  from  any  other  source.  Dentists  ranked  second  and  clinics, 
third.  Only  0.4  percent  of  the  families  had  services  without  charge 
from  oculists  or  received  free  hospitalization  (table  11). 

Medicines  and  Drugs,  Medical  Appliances  and  Supplies 

Medicines,  drugs,  and  medical  appliances  and  supplies  together 
accounted  for  almost  one-tenth  of  the  total  amount  spent  for  medical 
care  by  this  group  of  village  families,  an  average  of  $5.43.  Expendi- 
tures for  medicines  and  drugs  were  far  larger  than  those  for  appliances 
and  miscellaneous  supplies,  averaging  $4.84  per  family  as  compared 
with  $0.59. 

Table  12. — medicines,  drugs,  appliances,  and  supplies:  Number  of  families 
whose  only  medical  care  expenditures  were  for  medicines,  drugs,  appliances,  or 
supplies;  average  amounts  spent;  and  distribution  of  families  by  amount  of  expend- 
itures for  medicines  and  drugs;  by  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife. 

both  native- 

born] 

Families 

Expenditures  for  med- 

Families spending  for  medicines  and 

with  no 
medical 

Expend- 
itures 
for  med- 

icines  and  drugs 

drugs  2— 

care  ex- 
penditures 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

other  than 
for  med- 
icines, 
drugs,  ap- 
pliances, 
or  sup- 
plies 2 

drugs, 
appli- 
ances, and 
supplies  2 

Percent- 
age of 

total 
medical 

care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 2 

Per 
family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$5 

$5-$9 

$10- 
$19 

$20- 
$39 

$40 

or 

over 

No. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

All  incomes  * 

185 

6.1 

5.43 

8.4 

4.84 

6.91 

70.1 

35.4 

17.2 

12.5 

3.9 

1.1 

250-499 

17 

20.2 

2.37 

14.3 

2.35 

3.88 

60.7 

42.8 

10.7 

4.8 

2.4 

.0 

500-749 

50 

13.9 

4.01 

11.0 

3.63 

5.41 

66.9 

45.8 

11.9 

6.3 

1.4 

1.5 

750-999 

38 

6.7 

4.19 

10.9 

3.88 

5.59 

69.4 

42.5 

14.9 

8.4 

2.9 

.7 

1,000-1,249 

34 

5.9 

5.45 

10.4 

4.87 

6.58 

74.1 

37.5 

19.7 

11.7 

3.8 

L4 

1,250-1, 499_.-- 

21 

4.5 

5.19 

7.6 

4.61 

6.52 

70.7 

33.5 

19.5 

14.5 

2.4 

.8 

1,500-1,749 

9 

3.2 

6.34 

7.5 

5.26 

7.64 

68.9 

29.3 

18.4 

14.8 

5.3 

1.1 

1,750-1,999 

7 

2.9 

6.42 

8.1 

6.02 

8.58 

70.2 

30.2 

16.2 

16.2 

5.9 

1.7 

2,000-2,499 

5 

2.0 

6.72 

7.0 

5.75 

8.51 

67.6 

23.4 

21.3 

17.0 

4.7 

1.2 

2,500-2,999_--. 

1 

.8 

7.60 

5.5 

6.68 

9.06 

73.7 

23.7 

21.2 

18.6 

8.5 

1.7 

3,000-3,999,.  __ 

2 

2.9 

10.90 

6.2 

9.50 

11.88 

80.0 

27.2 

14.3 

25.7 

10.0 

2.8 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs. 

*  Includes  a  few  families  with  incomes  above  the  highest  class  shown  below.    (See  table  1,  footnote  5.) 

The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  medicines  and  drugs  differed 
less,  relatively,  income  class  by  income  class,  than  the  proportion 
spending  for  each  of  the  other  categories  of  medical  care.  In  no  class 
except  the  highest  did  fewer  than  61  percent  of  the  families  make  pur- 
chases; in  none,  more  than  80  percent  (table  12).  Doubtless  these 
figures  are  somewhat  lower  than  the  proportions  of  families  using 
medicines  and  drugs  during  the  year.  Some  received  such  goods  with- 
out charge  from  relatives  who  were  doctors  or  druggists  or  from 
physicians  who  customarily  provide  medicines  to  their  patients.  Some 
families  may  not  have  found  it  necessary  to  replenish  their  medicine 
chests  in  this  period.  And  some  families  may  have  failed  to  report 
small  purchases,  such  as  cold-cure  tablets  or  aspirin.     It  must  be  re- 
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membered  also  that  many  of  the  items  comLmonly  bought  at  drug 
stores,  such  as  sanitary  supplies,  were  classified  as  personal  care  ex- 
penditures while  others,  such  as  cod-liver  oil  and  haliver  oil,  were 
classified  as  food. 

The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  medical  appliances  and  sup- 
plies varied  from  one  income  class  to  another  much  more  than  did 
the  proportion  buying  medicines  and  drugs.  Purchases  of  the  former 
type  were  made  by  4  percent  of  the  families  in  the  class  $250-$499 
and  by  29  percent  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999;  while  for  the  latter  type 
of  purchases  proportions  were  61  and  80  percent  at  these  two  levels. 

About  1  family  in  16  limited  its  outlays  for  medical  care  to  medi- 
cines, drugs,  appliances,  and  miscellaneous  supplies,  spending  nothing 
for  services  of  any  type,  for  eyeglasses,  or  for  health  and  accident 
insurance.  The  proportion  of  families  thus  limiting  their  outlays  was 
much  greater  at  lower  income  levels  than  above — 20  percent  in  the 
class  $250-$499  and  fewer  than  5  percent  at  levels  above  $1,250  (ta- 
ble 12).  This  would  seem  to  indicate  that  many  of  the  low-income 
families  spending  nothing  for  medical  services  would  have  purchased 
them,  had  their  finances  permitted. 

Average  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  tended  to  increase 
with  family  income  but  constituted  a  decreasing  proportion  of  the 
total  bill  for  medical  care.  Families  in  the  income  class  $250-$499 
spent  an  average  of  $2  for  this  category — 14  percent  of  their  total 
outlays  for  medical  care.  At  the  level  $3,000-$3,999,  average  expend- 
itures were  greater,  $10,  but  were  only  6  percent  of  the  entire  medical 
bill. 

Differences  in  amounts  expended  for  medicines  and  drugs  tended 
to  be  smaller  than  those  for  physicians'  services  or  dentistry.  Among 
families  in  the  income  class  $250-$499,  expenditures  averaged  $2. 
Nearly  40  percent  of  the  families  reported  no  purchases;  outlays  of  43 
percent  of  the  families  were  less  than  $5;  of  11  percent,  in  the  range 
$5-$9 ;  and  of  7  percent,  in  the  range  $10-$29.  No  family  at  this  level 
spent  as  much  as  $30  (tables  12  and  39). 

With  rise  in  family  income  relatively  fewer  families  spent  less  than 
$5  for  these  items  and  a  larger  proportion  spent  as  much  as  or  more 
than  $30.  In  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  average  expenditures  of  families 
for  medicines  and  drugs  were  $10.  Twenty  percent  of  the  families 
reported  no  expenditures  and  27  percent,  less  than  $5.  Thirty-three 
percent  had  expenditures  in  the  range  $10-$29  and  6  percent  spent 
$30  or  more. 

Expenditures  for  medical  appliances  and  supplies  averaged  less  than 
$1.50  at  every  income  level.  Since  this  category  includes  both  inex- 
pensive items,  such  as  bandages  and  adhesive  tape,  and  comparatively 
costly  items,  such  as  wheel  chairs,  trusses,  and  crutches,  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that  the  average  amounts  expended  did  not  follow  a  consistent 
pattern  of  increase  with  income,  although  the  general  trend  was 
upward  (table  35). 

Health  and  Accident  Insurance 

Nearly  one-fourth  of  all  the  families  in  these  villages  purchased 
health  and  accident  insurance  as  a  means  of  financing  medical  care. 
Relatively  more  families  at  upper  than  at  lower  income  levels  spent 
for  such  policies,  the  proportion  increasing  from  10  percent  in  the  class 
$250-$499  to  33  percent  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999.     For  some  fami- 
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lies,  such  insurance  was  provided  as  a  feature  of  membership  in  a 
fraternal  or  other  organization;  premiums  were  a  share  of  regular 
dues.^ 

Average  amounts  spent  for  health  and  accident  insurance  increased 
with  income,  rising  from  $1  in  the  lowest  class,  $250-$499,  to  more 
than  $10  in  all  classes  above  $2,000.  The  expenditures  of  the  10 
families  with  incomes  of  $5,000  or  more  averaged  $32.  This  increase 
reflects  both  the  larger  proportion  of  families  having  such  outlays 
and  the  higher  premiums  paid  by  the  upper  income  groups.  Thus, 
premiums  of  families  in  the  lowest  income  class  averaged  $11 ;  of  those 
in  classes  above  $2,000,  more  than  $30  as  is  shown  below  by  data  for 
selected  income  classes: 

Expenditures  for  health  and  accident  insurance^ 

Percentage  Average  expendi- 

of  families  Average  tures  per  family 

having  such  expenditures  having  such 

Family-income  class:                                            expenditures  per  family'^  expenditures 

$250-$499 9.5  $L  07  $1L  25 

$500-$749 1L9  2.04  17.07 

$1,000-$1,249 2L6  4.79  22.21 

$1,750-$1,999 32.8  8.55  26.09 

$2,500-$2,999 33.1  10.82  32.74 

$3,000-$3,999 28.6  10.50  36.75 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  are  given  in  table  35. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  such  expenditures. 

The  proportion  of  families  that  purchased  health  and  accident  in- 
surance and  kept  their  outlays  under  $20  decreased  with  income, 
although  not  consistently.  More  than  one-half  of  the  families  in 
income  classes  below  $1,500  that  purchased  such  protection  paid  less 
than  $20.  At  the  income  level  $3,000-$3,999,  one-third  of  the  famihes 
spent  less  than  $20.  Conversely,  the  proportion  having  expenditures 
of  $60  or  more  increased  from  about  5  percent  at  the  lower  levels  to 
25  percent  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999  (table  40). 

Expenditures  of  Families  at  Two  Expenditure  Levels 

That  expenditures  for  medical  care  made  by  families  w^ith  compar- 
able incomes  differ  markedly  has  already  been  shown.  But  what  were 
the  differences  between  the  components  of  the  large  medical  bills  and- 
the  small?  Were  the  high  outlays  chiefly  those  of  the  families  that 
spent  more  for  hospital  care  and  nursing  services?  Or  did  they  reflect 
differences  in  other  types  of  care  as  well?  Were  the  low  outlays  chiefly 
for  medicines  and  drugs?  To  compare  the  components  of  the  high 
and  the  low  totals,  families  in  each  income  class  were  divided  into 
two  groups — those  whose  total  expenditures  for  medical  care  (exclud- 
ing health  and  accident  insurance)  were  approximately  twice  the 
median  expenditure  for  the  class  and  those  spending  less  than  that 
sum.  The  amount  selected  as  the  dividing  line  between  the  so-called 
higher  and  lower  outlays  thus  increased  as  income  rose;  at  the  level 

^  In  such  instances,  if  the  family  could  not  tell  what  proportion  of  the  dues  should  be  allocated  to  insurance 
of  this  type,  the  information  was  obtained  from  the  organization.  If  a  family  received  medical  care  which 
was  paid  for  under  the  terms  of  a  health  or  accident  policy,  the  amount  of  the  bill  (if  this  could  be  ascer- 
tained) was  entered  in  the  appropriate  subclasses  of  medical  care;  the  total  amount  was  considered  a  de- 
crease in  assets  for  the  purpose  of  balancing  the  schedule,  as  were  settlements  of  life-  and  fire-insurance  policies. 
The  number  of  such  families  was  very  small.  A  few  families  reported  the  receipt  of  medical  care  that  was 
paid  for  in  this  manner,  but  were  unable  to  tell  the  amount  of  the  bill.  There  was  one  such  family  in  this 
unit  (see  table  3.5,  footnote  6). 
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$500-$749,  for  example,  it  was  $40  while  at  the  level  $2,500-$2,< 
it  was  $200.^ 

Insurance  premiums,  representing  payments  for  anticipated  rather 
than  actual  needs,  were  excluded  in  order  to  present  a  clear  picture 
of  expenditures  for  medical  services  and  supplies  for  a  1-year  period. 
For  many  purposes,  as  for  example  the  computation  of  charges  to  be 
made  for  group  contributions  to  an  association  providing  medical  care, 
it  is  highly  desirable  to  have  data  excluding  payments  of  health  or 
accident  insurance  premiums. 

The  groups  at  the  two  levels  of  spending  differed  more,  relatively, 
in  their  expenditures  for  services  than  for  commodities — medicines, 
medical  supplies,  and  eyeglasses.  For  example,  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
and  North  Central  villages  at  the  level  $500-$749,  the  average  total 
outlays  for  medical  care  of  the  higher  expenditure  group,  $102,  were 
more  than  eight  times  as  great  as  those  of  the  lower,  $12.  For  medi- 
cines, drugs,  medical  supplies,  and  eyeglasses,  combined  expenditures 
of  the  former  group  were  about  four  times  those  of  the  latter,  an 
average  of  $13  as  compared  v/ith  $3.  Outlays  for  medical  services 
of  all  sorts  averaged  $89  for  the  higher  expenditure  group  and  $9  for 
the  lower  group.  Services  absorbed  87  percent  of  the  aggregate  medi- 
cal expenditures  of  the  higher  outlay  families;  medicines  and  other 
supplies,  13  percent.  For  the  lower  outlay  group,  the  two  comparable 
percentages  were  72  and  28 — evidence  of  the  smaller  relative  as  well 
as  absolute  amounts  for  services  (table  13). 

Hospital  and  nursing  care,  together,  were  an  important  component 
of  the  total  medical  bill  of  the  families  whose  outlays  were  high;  their 
expenditures  for  such  services  averaged  $22.38  in  this  income  class 
($500-$749);  those  of  the  lower  outlay  group,  only  $0.08.  About 
one-fifth  (22  percent)  of  the  total  amount  spent  by  the  former  group 
went  for  care  of  this  sort;  less  than  1  percent  of  the  total,  for  the  latter 
families.  Twenty-nine  percent  of  the  higher  outlay  families  spent  for 
hospital  care;  and  only  2  of  the  256  families  in  the  lower  outlay  group. 

Services  of  special  practitioners — surgeons,  obstetricians,  and 
others — played  a  more  important  role  in  the  medical  care  expenditures 
of  the  higher  outlay  than  of  the  lower  outlay  families  in  the  class 
$500-$749.  Approximately  one-sixth  of  the  former  families  had  such 
services;  only  2  percent  of  the  latter — 6  of  the  256  families.  Families 
of  the  former  group  spent  an  average  of  $10.87  (11  percent  of  their 
outlays)  for  such  services;  those  of  the  latter,  $0.29,  or  2  percent  of 
their  total. 

Services  of  physicians  accounted  for  more  than  one-half,  55  percent, 
of  the  aggregate  medical  expenditures  of  the  lower  group  in  this  income 
class  ($500-$749);  for  the  upper  group,  39  percent.  But  the  average 
amount  spent  by  the  latter  families  was  much  greater,  $40  compared 

5  An  approximation  of  twice  the  median  expenditure  for  medical  care  (excluding  payments  of  health  and 
accident  insurance  premiums)  was  selected  as  the  dividing  point  in  each  class.  This  approximation,  rather 
than  exactly  twice  the  median,  was  used  in  order  to  have  a  rounded  figure,  to  avoid  changing  the  dividing 
line  at  each  successively  higher  income  level,  and  to  have  the  upper  and  lower  levels  the  same  for  each  of 
the  analysis  units  included  in  this  special  tabulation.  Obviously,  however,  this  meant  that  the  point 
selected  for  one  unit  was  not  twice  the  median  for  the  others:  medians  differed  from  one  unit  to  another  since 
the  pattern  of  distribution  of  families  by  medical  care  expenditures  varied  somewhat.  Divergences  were 
greatest  at  the  extremes  of  the  income  scale  where  there  were  comparatively  few  cases.  For  example,  the 
dividing  line  of  $200  selected  as  approximately  twice  the  median  at  the  income  level  $2,500-$2,999  in  the 
villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  was  approximately  five  times  the  median  in  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  section  where  there  were  relatively  fewer  families  with  large  outlays. 

Fam'ilies having  no  expenditures  whatsoever  for  medical  care  were  excluded  from  the  computations  of 
percentages  and  of  average  outlays  of  the  lower  expenditure  group  since  the  purpose  was  to  compare  the 
amounts  spent  by  families  having  medical  bills  much  higher  than  usual  for  their  income  class  with  those 
spent  by  the  families  having  smaller  bills. 
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with  $7.  The  families  with  the  higher  expenditures  also  spent  more 
for  services  of  dentists  and  oculists,  and  for  examinations  and  tests. 
It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  the  higher  expenditures  reflect  not  only 
more  cases  of  serious  illness  (evidenced  by  outlays  for  hospital  and 
nursing  care,  for  services  of  surgeons  and  other  specialists) ;  standards 
of  medical  care  of  the  upper  group  may  have  been  somewhat  above 
those  of  the  lower.  The  former  families  seemed  to  show  greater 
readiness  to  sacrifice  other  items  of  the  budget  for  services  of  dentists 
and  oculists,  which  some  persons  postpone  in  favor  of  more  pleasur- 
able expenditures.  It  may  be,  too,  that  some  of  these  families  with 
the  higher  outlays  had  financial  resources  greater  than  those  usual  for 
their  income  class  and  therefore  were  better  able  to  purchase  such  care 
as  they  needed  or  considered  desirable. 

Table  13. — expenditures  for  items  of  medical  care  at  two  levels  of  total 
MEDICAL  EXPENDITURES :  Percentage  of  families  having  expenditures  for  specified 
items  of  medical  care,  average  amounts  spent,  and  percentage  of  total  expenditures 
spent  for  specified  items,  selected  income  classes  for  families  at  two  levels  of  total 
expenditures  for  medical  care  in  each  income  class,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1985-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Item 


Families  in  income  class  $500-$749 
having  total  medical  care  expendi- 
tures of— 


Under  $40  2 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Average  ^ 
expendi- 
tures 


$40  or  over 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Average  - 

expendi 

tures 


Families  in  income  class  $2,000-$2,499 
having  total  medical  care  expendi- 
tures of— 


Under  $100  2 


Fami- 
lies 


ing  for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Average  3 
expendi- 
tures 


$100  or  over 


Fami- 
lies 

spend- 
ing for 

speci- 
fied 

items 


Average  ■ 
expendi- 
tures 


TotaH 

MEDICAL  SERVICES 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon,   other  special 

practitioner 

Clinic  visits 

Hospitalization 

Private  nurse 

Visiting  nurse 

Examinations,  tests 

others 

MEDICINES,  APPLIANCES 

Medicines,  drugs 

Appliances,  supplies... 
Eyeglasses 


Pet. 
100 


Dol. 
12.31 


6.74 
1.52 
.21 

.29 
.00 
.06 
.02 
.00 
.01 


2.30 
.33 

.75 


Pet. 
100 


Dol. 
102.  24 


89 


39.97 
9.39 
1.05 

10.87 
1.28 
21.87 
.51 
.00 
2.35 
1.85 


9.04 

.68 
3.38 


Pet. 
100 


Pet. 
100 


Dol. 

i8.74 


13.68 
12.11 
1.63 

.34 
.28 
.76 
.32 
.00 
.32 
.13 


5.00 

.79 

3.38 


Pet. 
100 


Dol. 
214.  38 


55.92 

36.90 

1.50 

37.67 
4.71 
37.77 
10.58 
.00 
10.10 
.12 


9.79 

1.88 
7.44 


Pet. 
100 


26 
17 

1 

17 
2 

18 
5 
0 
5 
(0 


1  See  table  36  for  similar  data  for  all  income  classes.    See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Excludes  families  with  no  expenditures. 

3  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  having  expenditures  at  the  specified  level, 
regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures  for  the  individual  item. 

^  Excludes  expenditures  for  health  and  accident  insurance  premiums. 
5  0.50  percent  or  less. 

^  Includes  ambulance  service,  blood  transfusions,  and  all  items  not  elsewhere  classified,  such  as  Turkish 
baths. 


28  MISC.   PUBLICATION    402,   U.    S.    DEPT.    OF   AGRICULTURE 

^  Among  the  more  well-to-do  families  in  the  income  class  $2, 000-$2 ,499, 
differences  between  the  higher  outlay  and  the  lower  outlay  group 
followed  the  same  general  pattern  as  that  observed  in  the  class 
$500-$749.  Services  accounted  for  a  larger  share  of  the  total  spent  by 
the  former  group;  medicines  and  other  supplies  for  a  smaller  share. 
Expenditures  for  hospital  and  nursing  care  and  for  special  practitioners 
were  much  more  important  in  the  medical  care  budgets  of  the  families 
in  the  upper  group— 40  percent  of  their  total  as  compared  with  4 
percent  for  the  lower  outlay  group.  More  than  one-third,  38  percent, 
of  the  former  families  had  hospital  care  compared  with  3  percent  of  the 
latter  (6  of  197  families).  Periodic  dental  examinations  must  have 
been  more  customary  among  the  families  with  the  higher  medical 
bills;  83  percent  spent  for  services  of  dentists  compared  with  68 
percent  of  those  with  more  limited  total  medical  outlays. 

Occupational  Differences  in  Medical  Care  Expenditures 

All  families  surveyed  were  grouped  into  two  broad  occupational 
classifications — clerical,  business,  and  professional  (the  white-collar 
occupations),  and  wage-earner — for  the  study  of  details  of  fam.ily 
consumption.  In  comparing  medical  care  expenditures  of  one  occu- 
pational group  with  the  other,  the  great  variety  of  pursuits  included  in 
each  must  be  considered.  (See  Glossary,  Occupational  Classification, 
for  a  description  of  each  occupational  group.)  In  addition,  differences 
in  income  distribution  and  family  composition  must  be  borne  in  mind. 
The  median  hicome  of  the  clerical,  business,  and  professional  families 
studied  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages  was  con- 
siderably higher  than  that  of  the  wage-earner  group,  $1,530  as  com- 
pared with  $1,007.  Families  of  wage  earners  tended  to  be  larger  at 
every  income  level  (table  49). 

Occupational  differences  in  medical  care  expenditures — those  re- 
lated to  dissimilarities  in  the  standards  of  living  and  in  the  customs 
prevalent  among  the  families  of  the  two  groups — tended  to  be  obscured 
by  the  diversity  of  jobs  included  in  each  classification  and  by  the 
differences  in  family  composition  and  general  iacome  level  mentioned 
above.  Nevertheless,  some  fairly  clear  differences,  not  only  in 
amounts  expended  but  also  ui  the  percentage  of  families  spendiag,  are 
apparent  between  the  wage-earner  families  and  the  others. 

The  proportions  of  families  in  the  two  groups  ha\dng  any  expend- 
itures for  medical  care  during  the  report  year  were  similar — 95  percent 
of  the  wage-earner  families  and  96  percent  of  the  clerical,  business,  and 
professional  families  studied  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
villages.  However,  the  average  amounts  expended  by  the  former 
group  tended  to  be  slight^  lower  than  those  by  the  latter.  For 
example,  in  the  income  class  $500-$749,  92  percent  of  the  wage-earner 
families  had  expenditures  for  medical  care  which  averaged  $35  each 
for  those  spending;  94  percent  of  the  clerical,  business,  and  profes- 
sional families  had  expenditures  which  averaged  shghtly  more,  $38. 
Averages  for  the  two  occupational  groups  based  on  all  famihes  in  this 
class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures,  were  $32  ajid  $36. 
respectively  (tables  14  and  43). 
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Table  14. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  expend- 
itures for  specified  items  of  medical  care  and  average  amounts  spent,  by  occupation 
for  selected  incame  classes,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis 
unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  famDles  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Total 
medi- 
cal 
care  2 

Medical  services 

Medi- 
cines, 
drugs 

Eye- 
glasses 

Medi- 
cal 
appli- 
ances 
and 
sup- 
plies 

Health 
and 
acci- 
dent 

insur- 
ance 

Occupational  group 
and    family-in- 
come  class   (dol- 
lars) 

Phy- 
sician 

Den- 
tist 

Ocu- 
list 

Sur- 
geon or 
other 
special 
practi- 
tioner 

Hos- 
pital 
room 
or 
bed 

Pri- 
vate 
nurs- 
ing 
serv- 
ice 

PERCENTAGE  3  OF  FAMILIES  HAVING  EXPENDITURES 

Wage-earner: 

500-749 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

92.5 

97.2 

97.2 

1 100.  0 

66.9 

80.9 

72.2 

4 100.  0 

30.7 

54.1 

55.6 

4 100.  0 

3.1 
6.1 
5.6 
1.0 

6.3 

5.7 

8.3 

4  20.0 

6.7 
11.0 
6.9 
4.0 

1.6 
3.7 
5.6 
iO 

66.5 

73.6 

70.8 

4  100.  0 

9.8 
24.0 
16.7 

4.0 

14.6 

17.9 

18.1 

4  60.0 

14.2 

25.6 

29.2 

4  20.0 

Clerical,    business, 
and  professional: 
500-749 

94.3 
96.3 
97.5 
96.9 

65.1 
73.0 
80.4 
83.1 

24.5 
52.6 
61.3 
76.9 

2.8 
7.0 
11.0 
13.8 

2.8 
10.2 

8.6 
16.9 

7.5 
13.0 
14.7 
24.6 

.0 
5.6 
4.3 
13.8 

67.9 
67.4 
69.9 

78.5 

12.3 
19.1 
19.0 
32.3 

14.2 
20.5 
16.0 
26.2 

6  6 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

23.3 
34.4 
29.2 

AVERAGE  3  EXPENDITURES  OF  ALL  FAMILIES 

Wage-earner: 

500-749 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

$32.  03 
59.24 
66.61 
73.00 

$11.  19 
22.23 
18.46 
25.60 

$3.47 
8.01 
8.58 

22.20 

$0.46 

.63 

1.46 

.00 

$3.29 
5.82 
9.42 
1.00 

$4.23 

6.45 

4.54 

.00 

$0.18 

1.06 

4.53 

.00 

$3.94 
4.44 
5.19 

14.00 

$L15 

3.27 

2.76 

.00 

$0.44 
.51 
.43 
1.20 

$2.42 
5.67 
6.71 
9.00 

Clerical,    business, 
and  professional: 
500-749_     

36.10 
62.10 
78.01 
158.  27 

19.25 
16.72 
20.89 
44.24 

2.36 
10.48 
13.73 
27.18 

.20 
.77 
1.39 
1.57 

.92 
5.52 
4.55 
16.21 

6.32 
11.22 
12.93 
26.31 

.00 

1.75 

2.45 

10.22 

2.86 
4.81 
6.39 
9.15 

1.56 
2.31 
3.07 
6.60 

.24 
.67 
.39 
1.42 

1.12 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

5.32 
9.36 
10.61 

AVERAGE  6  EXPENDITURES  OF  FAMILIES  HAVING  EXPENSE 

Wage-earner: 

500-799 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

$34.  62 
60.97 
68.51 
73.00 

$16.  72 
27.48 
25.56 
25.60 

$11.31 
14.82 
15.45 
22.20 

$14.  50 
10.33 
26.25 

$52. 19 
102.  29 
113.00 
6  5.00 

$63. 18 
58.74 
65.40 

$11.  50 
29.00 
81.50 

$5.92 
6.03 
7.33 

14.00 

$11.  72 
13.63 
16.58 

$3.03 
2.84 
2.38 
2.00 

$17.  08 
22.13 
23.00 

6  45.  00 

Clerical,    business, 
and  professional: 
500-749 

38.27 
64.50 
79.97 
163.  30 

29.57 
22.89 
25.98 
53.26 

9.62 
19.94 
22.36 
35.34 

7.00 
11.00 
12.61 
11.33 

32.67 
53.91 
53.00 
95.62 

83.75 
86.14 
87.83 
106.  88 

"3i.l2' 
57.14 
73.78 

4.21 

7.14 

9.14 

"  11.67 

12.69 
12.12 
16.16 
20.43 

1.73 
3.27 
2.42 
5.41 

17.00 

1,250-1,499 

1,750-1,999 

3,000-3,999 

22.88 
27.25 
36.32 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Includes,  in  addition  to  the  items  given  in  this  table, clinic  visits,  services  of  visiting  nurse,  examinations 
and  tests,  and  items  classified  as  "other."  For  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  these  items  and 
average  amounts  spent,  see  table  43. 

3  Based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  the  class. 

4  Percentage  based  on  fewer  than  10  cases. 

'  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  the  class  that  had  expenditures  for  the  specified  item 
of  medical  care. 
6  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 


Nearly  three-fourths  of  the  famihes  in  both  occupational  groups 
incurred  expenditures  for  physicians'  services.  Such  outlays,  account- 
ing for  the  largest  proportion  of  the  total  medical  bill  of  each  group, 
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were  somewhat  higher  among  wage-earner  famiUes  than  among  those 
in  clerical,  business,  and  professional  work  at  incom,e  levels  within 
the  range  $750-$l,749.  Thus,  in  the  class  $1,250-$1,499,  expenditures 
for  physicians'  services  averaged  $22  for  all  wage-earner  families,  $17 
for  all  clerical,  business,  and  professional  families.  Averages  based 
upon  only  those  families  at  this  level  that  spent  for  physicians'  services 
showed  corresponding  differences — $27  for  the  wage-earner  group,  $23 
for  the  other.  At  the  upper  income  levels,  however,  the  reverse 
tended  to  be  true;  for  example,  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  average 
expenditures  of  all  wage-earner  families  were  $26,  wliile  those  of 
clerical,  business,  and  professional  families  were  appreciably  more,  $44. 
With  respect  to  visits  to  physicians'  offices,  the  two  occupational 
groups  showed  no  consistent  differences  either  in  amounts  expended 
or  in  the  average  number  of  visits  reported.  Expenditures  for  home 
calls  tended  to  be  larger  among  the  wage-earner  families  and  the 
average  number  of  such  calls  greater  at  all  income  levels  below  $2,000. 
Thus,  in  the  income  class  $1,250-$  1,499,  wage-earner  families  pur- 
chasing such  ser^dces  spent  an  average  of  $24  for  physicians'  home 
calls  and  the  number  of  visits  averaged  9.67;  clerical,  business,  and 
professional  families  had  outlays  averaging  $14  and  the  average 
number  of  such  calls  was  6.07  (tables  15  and  45). 

Table  15.^ — physicians'  services  and  hospitalization,  by  occupation: 
Average  number  of  physicians'  home  calls  and  office  visits  and  days  of  hospitaliza- 
tion per  family,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by  occupation  for  selected  income 
classes,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Family-income  class  (dollars "» 


Services  of  phj^sicians 


Average 

number 

of  home 

calls  2 


Average 
number 
of  office 
visits  2 


Average  expenditures 
per  family  having 
expenditures  3 


Home  calls 


Office 

visits 


Hospitalization 


Average 
number 
of  days  2 


Average  ex- 
penditure 
per  family 
having  ex- 
penditures' 


WAGE-EARNER  FAMILIES 


500-749...  _ 
1,250-1,499 
1,750-1,999 
3,000-3,999 

500-749..-. 
1,250-1,499 
1,750-1,999 
3,000-3,999 


Number 
6.65 


Number 
7.28 

12.  35 
9.00 

15.75 


Dollars 
15.05 
23.  98 
18.19 
19.00 


Dollars 
9.48 
14.97 
14.  34 
18.00 


Days 
12.40 
10.92 
13.60 


Dollars 
68.  18 

58.74 
65.40 


CLERICAL,  BUSINESS,  AND  PROFESSIONAL  FAMILIES 


5.51 

12.22 

•    16.10 

24.21 

17.12 

6.07 

11.99 

14.05 

16.67 

11.37 

6.48 

12.67 

15.04 

19.92 

14.12 

8.15 

14.28 

39.28 

32.49 

12.69 

83.75 
86.14 
87.83 
106.  88 


1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  having  home  calls,  office  visits,  or  hospitalization  and 
reporting  the  number  of  calls,  visits,  or  days. 

3  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  having  expenditures. 


Hospital  care  was  purchased  by  a  slightly  smaller  proportion  of  the 
wage-earner  families  than  those  in  clerical,  business,  and  professional 
work  and  amounts  spent  by  the  former  group  also  were  generally 
smaller.  In  the  income  class  $1,250-$1,499,  for  example,  11  percent 
of  the  wage-earner  families  incurred  expenditures  for  hospital  care  as 
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compared  with  13  percent  of  the  clerical,  business,  and  professional 
families.  Average  outlays  by  all  families  in  the  former  group 
averaged  $6;  by  the  latter,  $11.  For  families  having  such  care  the 
two  averages  were  $59  and  $86,  respectively.  Average  number  of 
days  of  hospitalization  did  not  differ  markedly  between  the  two 
occupational  groups  though  there  was  a  slight  tendency  for  the 
clerical,  business,  and  professional  families  to  receive  more  days  of 
such  care.  Apparently  families  in  this  group  received  more  expensive 
service  at  hospitals  or  possibly  spent  for  private  rooms  more  frequently 
than  wage-earner  families. 

Nursing  services — by  private  nurse  at  the  hospital  or  by  graduate 
or  practical  nurse  at  home — were  bought  by  only  a  small  proportion 
of  families  of  either  occupational  group,  fewer  than  6  percent  at  any 
income  level  under  $2,000.  Average  amounts  spent  by  families 
having  such  services  showed  no  consistent  differences  between  the 
two  groups. 

Relatively  more  wage-earner  than  clerical,  business,  and  professional 
families  at  the  lowxr  income  levels  had  outlays  for  dental  care.  Like- 
wise, average  expenditures  of  the  former  families  tended  to  rank  high 
at  levels  under  $1,250.  Thus,  in  the  class  $500-$749,  31  percent  of 
the  wage-earner  families  incurred  expenditures  for  dentists'  services 
compared  with  24  percent  of  those  in  the  white-collar  occupations. 
Outlays  of  the  former  group  averaged  $3.47  for  all  families;  of  the 
latter  group,  $2.36.  However,  at  income  levels  above  $1,250,  there 
was  a  tendency  for  the  bills  of  the  wage-earner  families  to  be  smaller. 
In  the  class  $1,750-$1,999,  for  example,  56  percent  of  this  group  spent 
for  dentists'  services  compared  with  61  percent  of  the  clerical,  business, 
and  professional  families;  average  expenditures  of  the  former  families 
were  $9;  of  the  latter,  $14. 

A  slightly  larger  proportion  of  the  clerical,  business,  and  profes- 
sional families  than  of  the  wage-earner  spent  iFor  oculists'  services  or 
purchased  eyeglasses.  However,  no  consistent  differences  were  ap- 
parent in  the  average  amounts  expended  by  families  having  oculists' 
services  in  these  two  groups,  though  large  differences  were  found  at 
some  income  levels.  Average  outlays  by  families  purchasing  eye- 
glasses tended  to  be  similar  at  most  income  levels  in  these  two  groups. 

Medicines  and  drugs  were  bought  by  approximately  70  percent  of 
the  families  in  each  occupational  group,  but  average  amounts  spent 
by  wage-earner  families  tended  to  be  slightly  lower  at  most  income 
levels.  Thus,  in  the  class  $1,750-$1,999,  71  percent  of  the  wage- 
earner  families  purchased  medicines  and  drugs,  and  outlays  by  all 
families  averaged  $5;  70  percent  of  the  business,  professional,  and 
clerical  families  bought  these  items  and  expenditures  averaged  $6. 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies  were  purchased  by  nearly  one-fifth 
of  the  families  in  each  group.  Expenditures  for  all  families  were 
relatively  small,  averaging  less  than  $2  at  every  level  among  both 
wage-earner  families  and  those  in  clerical,  business,  and  professional 
work. 

Payments  for  health  and  accident  insurance  were  made  by  a  slightly 
larger  proportion  of  wage-earner  than  clerical,  business,  and  profes- 
sional families  at  incom.e  levels  below  $1,750.  Thus,  in  the  income 
class  $1,250-$1,499,  26  percent  of  the  former  group  and  23  percent  of 
the  latter  purchased  this  type  of  insurance.  Doubtless,  many  of  the 
former  families  paid  for  this  type  of  protection  through  employee 
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organizations.  Average  amounts  spent  tended  to  be  smaller  among 
wage-earner  families  purchasing  health  and  accident  insurance.  At 
the  level  $1,000-$1,249,  for  example,  theh  outlays  averaged  $21, 
whereas  those  of  the  clerical,  business,  and  professional  group 
averaged  $25. 

Farm  Operators*  Families  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  Section 

Total  Expenditures  for  Medical  Care 

Families  of  farm  operators  studied  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
section  tended  to  spend  somewhat  less  for  medical  care  than  vHlage 
families  mth  comparable  iricomes  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  region.^  This  difference  was  more  pronounced  at  the  upper 
than  at  the  lower  end  of  the  income  distribution.  For  example,  in 
the  class  $500-$749,  average  medical  expenditures  of  farm  families 
were  $29  and  of  village  families,  $33;  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999,  the 
two  averages  were  $67  and  $152,  respectively.  While  average 
expenditures  of  the  farm  families  rose  with  income,  the  increase  was 
less,  proportionally,  than  in  the  village  group  (tables  1  and  16). 

An  exception  to  this  general  rule  of  lower  expenditures  among  farm 
families  was  found  in  the  income  class  $250-$499  where  the  average 
outlays  of  the  farm  group  were  twice  as  great  as  those  of  the  village, 
$34  as  compared  with  $17.  In  both  the  farm  and  the  village  groups 
at  this  level,  the  majority  of  the  families  had  deficits  duruig  the  year, 
i.  e.,  the  value  of  their  consumption  (money  expenditures  plus  value 
of  nonmoney  items  included  ia  iacome)  exceeded  their  incomes. 
(For  definition  of  this  term  see  Glossary,  Value  of  Consumption.) 
Relatively  more  of  the  farm  group  were  ''in  the  red" — 80  percent  as 
compared  with  67 — and  their  average  deficit  was  greater.  Both 
groups  apparently  included  families  having  resources  sufiicient  to 
enable  them  to  live  beyond  their  incomes  of  that  specific  year,  but 
such  families  were  more  numerous,  relatively,  in  the  farm  than  the 
viQage  group.  The  fact  that  many  families  at  the  lower  extreme  of 
the  income  distribution  maintained  a  level  of  living  beyond  that 
permitted  by  their  incomes,  that  they  were  not  so  poor  as  their  income 
for  the  year  would  indicate,  should  be  borne  in  mind  in  interpreting 
data  concerning  their  expenditures  for  medical  care  as  well  as  for 
other  categories  of  family  living  (table  17). 

That  farm  families  had  smaller  average  outlays  for  medical  care 
than  village  families  at  all  comparable  income  levels  except  the  lowest 
was  not  the  consequence  of  a  smaller  proportion  of  farm  families 
having  expenditures;  the  percentage  spending  was  approximately 
the  same  as  in  the  villages  at  each  level  in  the  range  $500-$3,999. 
(At  higher  levels,  the  number  of  cases  in  the  village  sample  is  too  small 
to  warrant  comparisons.)  The  farm  families  having  expenditures 
spent  less  than  the  villagers  especially  at  the  upper  levels — $32  as 
compared  with  $36  in  the  income  class  $500-$749;  $68  as  compared 
with  $157  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999  (tables  1  and  16). 

6  The  village  analysis  unit  discussed  herewith  includes  communities  from  six  States — Pennsylvania,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  and  Iowa;  the  farm  unit,  only  Pennsylvania  and  Ohio.  (Two  other  farm 
units  include  selected  counties  from  the  other  four  States. 1  Although  the  village  unit  thus  provides  repre- 
sentation for  a  larger  portion  of  the  region  than  the  farm  unit,  it  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  differences 
between  the  two  units  are  largely  associated  with  differences  in  degree  of  urbanization. 


FAMILY  EXPENDITURES  FOR  MEDICAL  CARE  33 

Farm  families  may  have  tended  to  restrict  their  expenditures  for 
medical  care  more  rigidly  than  village  families  at  the  same  income  level 
because  they  had  less  cash  to  spend.  An  appreciable  share  of  the 
income  of  a  farm  family  usually  is  in  kind — housing,  food,  and  fuel 
provided  by  the  farmstead.  Medical  care,  therefore,  took  a  somewhat 
greater  share  of  the  money  income  of  farm  families  than  of  village 
families  at  the  lower  income  levels,  even  though  the  average  amounts 
spent  by  the  former  group  were  smaller.  For  example,  in  the  income 
class  $500-$749,  medical  outlays  averaging  $29  accounted  for  11 
percent  of  the  total  money  income  of  the  farm  families  while  outlays 
averaging  $33  were  6  percent  of  the  money  income  of  families  in 
villages.  At  the  upper  end  of  the  income  distribution,  however,  the 
proportions  were  more  similar,  as  is  shown  by  the  following  figures: 

Percentage  of  money  income 
taken  by  medical  care 
expenditures 

Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio Middle  Atlan- 
farm  oper-  tic  and  North 
ators'  fam-  Central  village 
Family-income  class:                                                                         '^^'^s  families 
All  incomes 5.0  4.5 

$250-$499 39.9  5.5 

$500-$749 10.6  5.8 

$750-$999 7.6  4.3 

$1,000-$1,249 7.8  4.6 

$1,250-$1,499 6.1  4.7 

$1,500-$1,749 4.7  4.7 

$1,750-$1,999 5.0  4.3 

$2,000-$2,499 4  0  3.9 

$2,500-$2,999 4.1  4  7 

$3,000-$3,999 2.8  4.7 

$4,000-$4,999 2.1  3.1 

$5,000-$9,999 1.7  2.4 

Average  outlays  of  the  farm  families  at  the  upper  income  levels  were 
appreciably  smaller  than  those  of  the  village  group  but  cash  incomes 
were  smaller  also,  even  though  receipts  in  kind  became  decreasingly 
important  as  farm  income  rose. 

The  adequacy  of  the  medical  care  provided  by  the  expenditures  of 
these  farm  families  may  be  questioned.  Even  at  the  upper  income 
levels  their  average  outlays  did  not  reach  $100,  the  sum  estimated  as 
necessary  to  provide  adequate  medical  care  for  a  family  of  four  on  a 
group  basis.  An  even  larger  amount  would  be  needed  to  provide 
adequate  care  if  purchased  by  individual  families  as  in  this  farm 
section.^  In  the  villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
region  the  average  exceeded  $100  at  levels  above  $2,500.  The  need  for 
caution  in  interpreting  these  averages  has  already  been  pointed  out 
(p.  5).  However,  it  seems  probable  that  on  the  whole  these  farm 
families  were  somewhat  less  fortunate  than  those  in  villages  in  obtain- 
ing the  medical  care  they  needed. 

During  the  national  health  conference  called  by  the  Interdepart- 
mental Committee  to  Coordinate  Health  and  Welfare  Activities  in 
1938,  the  discussion  of  health  needs  emphasized  the  greater  likelihood 
of  inadequate  medical  care  in  rural  than  in  urban  areas.     This  situa- 

7  Estimates  from  a  report  of  the  Technical  Committee  on  Medical  Care  of  the  National  Health  Con- 
ference.   See  footnote  2,  p.  5. 
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tion  is  due  to  the  scarcity  of  doctors,  nurses,  and  other  medical 
personnel  in  many  of  the  more  agricultural  counties,  the  inadequate 
number  of  hospital  beds  for  care  of  serious  illnesses,  and  the  lack  of 
laboratory  facilities  for  diagnoses.  Some  farm  areas  fare  worse  than 
others;  this  Pennsylvania-Ohio  section  had  more  adequate  resources 
for  medical  care  than  many,  especially  those  much  more  sparsely 
settled.  However,  even  in  this  section  medical  services  were  less 
easily  available  to  persons  living  on  farms  than  to  those  in  villages  and 
cities.  For  many  of  the  former  families  visits  to  physicians,  dentists, 
and  other  practitioners  doubtless  involved  several  miles  of  travel. 

Table  16. — total  expenditures  for  medical  care:  Percentage  of  net  income 
spent  for  medical  care,  average  expenditures  for  medical  care  per  family  and  per 
capita,  and  distribution  of  families  hy  amount  of  expenditures,  hy  income,  Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Average  expenditures  for 
medical  care 

Families  spending  for  medica 

care^— 

Fami- 

lies hav- 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Per- 
cent- 
age of 
net  in- 
come 

Per 

fam- 
ily 2 

Per 

family 
having 
expend- 
itures 3 

Per 

cap- 
ita 4 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 
.$40 

$40- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$100- 
$199 

$200- 
$299 

$300 

or 

over 

ing  no 
expendi- 
tures for 
medical 
care 

Pd. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

All  incomes 

3.0 

Al.bl 

49.65 

1L35 

95.8 

58.0 

13.4 

13.3 

7.5 

2.0 

L6 

4.2 

0-249  5 

20.3 

33.14 

34.80 

n.39 

95.2 

61.9 

14.3 

9.5 

9.5 

.0 

.0 

4.8 

250-499 

8.4 

33.60 

37.75 

11.31 

89.0 

63.0 

10.0 

9.0 

3.0 

2.0 

2.0 

ILO 

500-749 

4.6 

29.48 

32.26 

8.40 

9L4 

66.9 

11.0 

7.7 

3.8 

1.0 

1.0 

8.6 

750-999 

3.7 

32.32 

34.47 

8.44 

93.8 

67.5 

11.8 

11.2 

2.3 

.3 

.7 

6.2 

1,000-1,249_. 

4.0 

45.09 

46.52 

10.87 

96.9 

62.0 

13.9 

10.2 

7.1 

2.4 

1.3 

3.1 

1,250-1,499., 

3.4 

46.76 

48.15 

11.38 

97.1 

55.8 

18.0 

11.5 

8.0 

3.2 

.6 

2.9 

1,500-1.749-- 

2.8 

45.82 

46.87 

10.78 

97.8 

59.6 

16.5 

12.4 

6.7 

.7 

1.9 

2.2 

1,750-1,999-- 

3.1 

58.48 

60.64 

12.94 

96.4 

50.7 

10.7 

20.3 

10.7 

L5 

2.5 

3.6 

2,000-2,499-  - 

2.6 

56.57 

57.94 

12.09 

97.6 

5L9 

13.0 

18.5 

10.6 

2.0 

L6 

2.4 

2,500-2,999-- 

2.7 

73.81 

77.84 

15.  19 

94.8 

48.1 

9.6 

18.5 

11.1 

3.0 

4.5 

5.2 

3,000-3.999-- 

2.0 

67.25 

67.83 

13.29 

99.1 

49.9 

12.1 

18.1 

n.2 

5.2 

2.6 

.9 

4,000-4,999  5. 

1.7 

73.27 

73.27 

14.25 

100.0 

34.6 

23.1 

15.4 

19.2 

7.7 

.0 

.0 

5,000-9,999  5_ 

1.4 

8L95 

8L95 

16.16 

100.0 

36.9 

15.8 

10.5 

26.3 

10.5 

.0 

.0 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures  for 
medical  care. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

*  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  fasaily  had 
any  expenditures  for  medical  care. 
5  All  percentages  in  this  class  are  based  on  fewer  than  30  cases. 

Farm  families  differed  markedly  with  respect  to  their  medical 
expenditures.  In  every  income  class,  about  two-thirds  of  the  families 
spent  less  than  the  group's  average  outlays  while  a  small  proportion 
spent  a  great  deal  more.  The  proportion  with  low  expenditures 
decreased  as  income  rose.  For  example,  approximately  two-thirds  of 
the  families  with  incomes  under  $1,250  spent  nothing  or  sums  less  than 
$40;  in  contrast,  fewer^ — approximately  one-third — of  those  with 
incomes  of  $4,000  or  more  restricted  expenditures  to  this  extent. 
Similarly,  the  proportion  with  expenditures  of  $100  or  more  increased 
from  less  than  a  tenth  at  the  lower  end  of  the  income  distribution  to 
more  than  one-third  at  the  upper  (tables  16  and  34). 

This  pattern  of  distribution  of  families  by  amount  spent  for  medical 
care  differed  somewhat  from  that  of  village  families.  At  most  income 
levels  relatively  more  farm  families  kept  their  total  medical  expendi- 
tures under  $40;  relatively  fewer  spent  $100  or  more.     For  example, 
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at  the  level  $1,750-$1,999,  no  outlays  or  expenditures  of  less  than  $40 
were  made  by  54  percent  of  the  families  on  farms  and  by  47  percent  of 
those  in  villages;  outlays  of  $100  or  more,  by  15  percent  of  the  former 
and  21  percent  of  the  latter  group.  This  difference  in  distribution  is 
reflected  in  the  lower  average  expenditures  of  the  farm  families. 

Because  of  these  great  inequalities  in  distribution,  medical  care 
expenditures  occupied  a  much  more  important  place  in  the  budgets  of 
some  families  than  of  others.  But  for  the  entire  farm  group,  all  income 
classes  combined,  outlays  for  medical  care  accounted  for  only  3  percent 
of  aggregate  family  income,  and  5  percent  of  money  income.  Expendi- 
tures for  food  were  about  four  times  as  great;  for  household  operation, 
clothing,  and  family  use  of  the  automobile,  about  twice  as  great. 
Although  the  average  amount  spent  for  medical  care  increased  with 
income,  it  took  a  decreasing  share  of  both  money  income  and  total 
family  income,  being  2  percent  or  less  of  each  in  the  highest  classes 
(tables  16  and  17). 

Composition  of  the  Total  Medical  Bill 

Almost  one-half,  47  percent,  of  the  total  outlays  for  medical  care  by 
this  group  of  farm  families  went  for  services  of  physicians  (general 
practitioners)  and  of  surgeons  or  other  special  practitioners  (as  chiro- 
practors). Medical  services  of  other  kinds — those  of  dentists,  oculists, 
and  nurses,  hospital  room  or  bed,  visits  to  clinics,  and  special  examina- 
tions and  tests — constituted  one-third  of  the  total.  Expenditures  for 
services  of  all  types,  therefore,  constituted  80  percent  of  the  bill; 
medicines,  drugs,  medical  appliances,  and  eyeglasses,  17  percent; 
health  and  accident  insurance,  3  percent  (table  18). 
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EACH    BILL    REPRESENTS    3   PERCENT    OF  TOTAL    MEDICAL    CARE     EXPENDITURES 

Figure  3. — Percentage  distribution  of  total  medical  care  expenditures  among 
specified  items,  families  in  the  income  class  $1,000-$!, 249,  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
farm  section,  1935-36. 
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This  general  pattern  differs  considerably  from  that  of  the  village 
families.  A  smaller  proportion  of  the  outlays  of  the  village  group  went 
for  services  and  for  medical  supplies — 75  percent  and  14  percent, 
respectively;  and  a  larger  proportion,  11  percent,  for  health  and  acci- 
dent insurance.  Expenditures  for  services  were  apportioned  somewhat 
differently  by  the  two  groups,  also.  Services  of  physicians  and  special 
practitioners  took  a  smaller  share  of  the  total  expenditures  of  the 
village  families  while  other  services,  including  hospital  care,  took  a 
larger  share  (table  4). 

The  pattern  of  distribution  of  total  medical  outlays  of  these  farm 
families  among  the  three  subgroups — services,  supplies,  and  health 
and  accident  insurance— did  not  show  a  consistent  tendency  to  change 
as  income  increased  in  the  classes  within  the  range  $500-$3,999. 
Services  took  about  four-fifths  of  the  total  and  supplies  about  one- 
sixth  at  most  levels  (fig.  3).  This  differs  from  the  situation  in  the 
villages  where  services  tended  to  absorb  more  of  the  total  and  supplies 
less  at  the  upper  end  of  the  distribution  than  at  the  lower. 

Approximately  one-sixth  of  these  2,254  farm  families  did  not  pay 
for  medical  services  of  any  sort  during  the  year.  They  did  not  use 
the  services  of  a  physician,  surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner, 
dentist,  or  oculist;  they  did  not  pay  for  hospital  room  or  bed  or  for 
nursing  care,  for  special  examinations,  or  clinic  visits,  or  have  any  of 
the  miscellaneous  services  (such  as  blood  transfusions)  included  in 
the  category  "other  medical  care." 

Excluding  the  iucome  class  $0-$249  which  includes  some  families 
with  considerable  resources  (see  p.  32),  the  proportion  of  farm  families 
having  no  expenditures  for  medical  services  was  much  greater  at 
lower  than  at  upper  income  levels,  as  is  shown  by  the  following: 

Percentage  of  families  having  no 
Family-income  class:                                                                  expenditures  for  medical  services 
All 15.7 

$0-$249 14.3 

$250-$499 45.0 

$500-$749 33.  5 

$750-$999 20.3 

$1,000-$1,249 13.3 

$1,250-$1,499 12.5 

$1,500-$1,749 10.  1 

$1,750-$1,999 10.7 

$2,000-$2,499 9.  9 

$2,500-$2,999 13.3 

$3,000-$3,999 3.  5 

The  proportion  of  farm  families  spending  nothing  for  medical 
services  of  any  sort  was  about  one-third  greater  than  the  proportion 
of  the  village  group — 16  percent  compared  with  11  percent.  Differ- 
ences were  especially  marked  at  lower  income  levels;  in  the  class 
$250-$499,  for  example,  45  percent  of  the  former  families  compared 
with  37  percent  of  the  latter  had  no  outlays  for  medical  services. 
Since  free  services  were  received  by  only  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  farm  families,  it  is  apparent  that  the  proportion  having  no  medical 
services  whatsoever  was  greater  than  in  villages.  That  more  than 
two-fifths  of  the  farm  families  in  the  class  $250-$499  did  without 
medical  services  (paid  or  free)  indicates  that  many  must  have  been 
inadequately  cared  for  when  ill. 
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Relatively  fewer  of  the  farm  families  received  free  medical  care — 
1.2  percent  compared  with  4.7  percent.  Farm  families,  because  of 
distance  from  urban  centers,  may  have  found  it  more  difficult  to  reach 
dispensaries  and  clinics  providing  free  services.  In  some  instances, 
such  medical  centers  may  not  have  been  open  to  persons  living  out- 
side the  community.  Families  of  farm  operators,  too,  would  be  less 
likely  than  village  families  to  have  free  care  from  a  family  member 
in  the  medical  profession,  as  a  physician  or  a  dentist. 

Physicians'  Services 
Exjpenditures. 

Relatively  more  of  the  farm  families  at  the  upper  than  the  lower 
end  of  the  income  scale  had  expenditures  for  services  of  physicians — 
96  percent  of  those  in  the  income  range  $4,000-$4,999  as  compared 
with  59  percent  in  the  class  $250-$499.  This  seems  to  indicate  that 
many  low-income  families  did  without  such  services  because  they 
could  not  afford  them  or  could  not  afford  transportation  to  a  physi- 
cian's office.  The  lower  income  families  having  services  of  physicians 
used  them  less  extensively  than  those  at  higher  levels  as  is  evidenced 
by  their  average  outlays.  Thus,  in  the  class  $250-$499,  families 
spending  for  physicians'  care  would  have  spent  $23  apiece  had  their 
aggregate  expenditures  been  equally  apportioned  among  them;  those 
in  the  class  $4,000-$4,999,  $38  (table  19). 

Table  19. — physicians'  services:  ^  Average  expenditures  for  physicians'  services 
per  family  and  per  capita,  and  distribution  of  families  by  amount  of  expenditures, 
by  income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fami- 

Average expenditures 

Families  spending  for  physicians' 

services  3— 

Family-income 

class 

(dollars) 

Percent- 

Per 

lies 

age  of 
total 

Per 

fami- 

family 
having 

Per 

cap- 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$5-$9 

$10- 

$30- 

$60- 

$100 
or 

medical 

ly  3 

expend- 

ita 5 

$5 

$29 

$59 

$99 

over 

care 

itures  * 

No. 

Pd. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

All  incomes 

2,254 
21 

39.1 

18.60 

24.09 

4.44 

77.2 

13.6 

14.5 

29.1 

13.7 

3.7 

2.6 

0-249 

69.4 

23.00 

25.42 

7.90 

90.5 

14.3 

9.5 

47.6 

9.5 

4.8 

4.8 

250-499 

100 

39.7 

13.  34 

22.61 

4.49 

59.0 

17.0 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

1.0 

2.0 

500-749 

209 

47.1 

13.88 

21.02 

3.95 

66.0 

17.2 

10.5 

22.5 

10.1 

3.8 

1.9 

750-999 

304 

47.8 

15.44 

20.50 

4.03 

75.3 

17.4 

13.5 

28.0 

11.2 

3.9 

1.3 

1,000-1,249- _ - 

294 

37.0 

16.72 

21.85 

4.03 

76.5 

14.6 

18.0 

26.5 

13.3 

1.7 

2.4 

1,250-1,499... 

312 

39.6 

18.53 

23.60 

4.51 

78.5 

14.1 

12.2 

30.7 

14.4 

4.5 

2.6 

1,500-1,749.. - 

267 

32.8 

15.02 

18.39 

3.53 

81.6 

9.7 

21.4 

37.1 

9.7 

2.6 

1.1 

1, 750-1, 999  ... 

197 

35.8 

20.93 

26.27 

4.68 

79.7 

11.7 

14.2 

29.9 

16.3 

5.6 

2.0 

2,000-2,499... 

254 

40.7 

23.03 

28.96 

4.92 

79.5 

13.4 

13.7 

24.8 

18.5 

6.3 

2.8 

2,500-2,999... 

135 

31.3 

23.09 

27.58 

4.75 

83.7 

11.8 

17.0 

31.2 

17.1 

2.2 

4.4 

3,000-3,999.  _. 

116 

42.8 

28.82 

34.46 

5.70 

83.6 

7.8 

10.3 

40.5 

14.7 

2.6 

7.7 

4,000-4,999... 

26 

49.8 

36.50 

37.96 

7.10 

96.2 

11.5 

3.8 

34.8 

30.8 

7.7 

7.6 

5,000-9,999... 

19 

27.0 

22.11 

32.31 

4.36 

68.4 

.0 

5.3 

36.7 

15.8 

5.3 

5.3 

1  Includes  expenditures  for  office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians. 

2  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2) ,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures 
for  physicians'  services. 

*  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  having  expenditures  for  physicians'  services. 
5  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year -equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family  had 
any  expenditures  for  physicians'  services. 

In  every  income  class  save  the  highest,  some  of  the  farm  families 
spending  for  services  of  physicians  kept  their  outlays  under  $5  while 
others  spent  $100  or  more.     The  proportion  spending  httle  (less  than 
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$5)  or  nothing  was  markedly  greater,  however,  at  the  lower  income 
levels  than  at  the  higher — 58  percent  in  the  class  $250-$499  compared 
with  24  percent  m  the  class  $3,000-$3,999. 

Relatively  more  farm  families  at  each  iQcome  level  went  to  the  physi- 
cian's office  than  had  home  calls,  and  the  average  number  of  visits  of 
the  former  type  exceeded  that  of  the  latter  among  families  spending 
for  services  of  each  type.  For  example,  in  the  class  $1,000-$  1,249, 
60  percent  of  the  families  paid  for  office  visits,  42  percent  for  home 
calls;  average  number  of  visits  for  the  former  group  was  10.26  and 
for  the  latter,  7.99.  Obviousty  some  families,  about  30  percent  of 
the  total  number  in  this  farm  group,  had  both  home  calls  and  office 
visits  (table  20). 

Table  20. — office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians:  Percentage  of  families 
having  expenditures  for  office  visits  and  home  calls  of  physicians,  and  average 
expenditures  per  family,  per  capita,  and  per  visit  or  call,  by  income,  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Office  visits 

Home  calls 

Fami- 
lies 
having 

Average  expenditures 

Fami- 
lies 
having 

Average  expenditures 

Family-mcome 

Aver- 

Aver- 

class (dollars) 

age 
num- 

Per 
fam- 
ily 3 

Per 
family 

Per 
capi- 
ta 4 

age 
num- 

Per 

Per 
family 

Per 

pendi- 
tures  2 

ber  of 
visits  3 

having 

ex- 
pendi- 

Per 

visit » 

pendi- 
tures  2 

ber  of 
calls  3 

fam- 
ily2 

having 

ex- 
pendi- 

capi- 
ta* 

Per 
call  6 

tures  3 

Ac. 

tures  3 

Pet. 

No. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pel. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

T)ol. 

All  incomes___- 

63.8 

1L29 

9.44 

14.79 

2.25 

1.31 

43.3 

8.22 

9.16 

2L16 

2.19 

2.57 

0-249 

66.7 

13.62 

9.48 

14.21 

3.26 

1.04 

57.1 

11.17 

13.52 

23.67 

4.65 

2.12 

250-499 

40.0 

10  03 

7.12 

17.80 

2.40 

1.77 

37.0 

5.34 

6.22 

16.81 

2.09 

3.15 

500-749 

50  7 

9.66 

6.82 

13.45 

1.94 

1.39 

36.8 

8.29 

7.06 

19.16 

2.01 

2.31 

750-999 

62.2 

9.78 

7.31 

11.76 

L91 

1.20 

36.5 

6.90 

8.13 

22.27 

2.12 

3.23 

1,000-1,249- -_ 

60  2 

10  26 

7.41 

12.32 

1.79 

1.20 

41.8 

7.99 

9.31 

22.25 

2.24 

2.78 

1,250-1,499__. 

68.6 

n.  40 

9.74 

14.20 

2.37 

1.25 

39.4 

9.81 

8.79 

22.30 

2.14 

2.27 

1,500-1,749. -_ 

67.0 

10  17 

8.18 

12.20 

1.92 

1.20 

45.3 

5.49 

6.84 

15.09 

1.61 

2.75 

1,750-1,999,  - - 

68.0 

11.15 

10  48 

15.41 

2.32 

L38 

47.2 

8.79 

10  45 

22.14 

2.31 

2.52 

2,000-2,499_.- 

68.9 

14.47 

13.58 

19.70 

2.90 

1.36 

44.5 

8.47 

9.45 

21.25 

2.02 

2.51 

2,500-2,999-.  _ 

70  4 

10  31 

11.41 

16.21 

2.35 

1.57 

54.8 

8.29 

11.68 

21.31 

2.40 

2.57 

3,000-3,999--- 

70  7 

12.36 

12.87 

18.21 

2.54 

1.47 

58.6 

11.17 

15.95 

27.20 

3.15 

2.44 

4,000-4,999--. 

84.6 

20  30 

19.42 

22.95 

3.78 

1.13 

69.2 

10  61 

17.08 

24.67 

3.32 

2.33 

5,000-9,999--. 

57.9 

22.27 

13.32 

23.00 

2.63 

1.03 

31.6 

13.00 

8.79 

27.83 

1.73 

2.14 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures  for 
physicians. 

3  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  each  class  having  expenditures. 

<  Based  on  the  total  munber  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family 
had  any  expenditures  for  physicians. 
*  Based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  visits  or  calls  in  each  class. 

The  proportion  of  farm  families  having  each  type  of  visit  increased 
with  income.  The  proportion  spending  for  office  visits  increased  from 
40  percent  in  the  class  $250-$499  to  85  percent  in  the  class  $4,000- 
$4,999;  the  proportion  having  home  calls,  from  37  percent  to  69 
percent.  In  the  lowest  income  class  ($0-$249)  and  iq  the  highest 
($5,000-$9,999)  the  sample  of  families  was  too  small  to  justify  com- 
parisons. 

Relatively  fewer  farm  than  village  families  m  the  income  range 
$500-$l,499  had  home  calls  from  physicians.  The  farm  families 
tended  to  pay  somewhat  more  per  home  call  than  did  the  village 
families  at  income  levels  below  $2,500,  probably  because  physicians 
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frequently  make  some  charge  for  transportation  when  a  farm  family 
lives  at  a  considerable  distance.  However,  differences  between  the 
two  averages  did  not  exceed  $1  at  any  level  except  one,  and  at  some 
levels,  the  average  for  the  village  group  was  the  higher. 

Table  21. — distribution  of  families  by  number  of  physicians'  visits: 
Percentage  ^  distribution  of  families  by  number  of  office  visits  and  by  number  oj 
home  calls  of  physicians,   by  income,   Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^ 

1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Percentage  distribution  of  families  by  number  of  visits  of  physicians  i 

Family-income  class 
(dollars) 

None 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5-9 

10-14 

1&-19 

20-29 

30-49 

50  or 
over 

OFFICE  VISITS 

All  incoTTifis 

36.2 

3.8 

5.2 

5.0 

4.5 

16.6 

13.1 

4.5 

6.4 

2.6 

2.1 

0-249  3 

33.3 
60.0 
49.3 
37.8 
39.8 
3L4 
33.0 
32.0 
3L1 
29.6 
29.3 
15.4 
42.1 

.0 
2.2 
4.8 
5.7 
4.0 
2.8 
3.7 
5.4 
3.1 
4.7 
LO 
.0 
.0 

.0 
4.5 
8.0 
6.4 
7.7 
6.3 
3.2 
2.4 
4.5 
2.4 
4.8 
4.2 

.0 

.0 
5.5 
6.4 
5.4 
5.1 
6.3 
3.7 
4.2 
4.5 
7.1 
2.9 
4.2 

.0 

5.1 
3.3 
2.7 
4.3 
4.0 
3.9 
6.7 
5.4 
4.5 
7.1 
4.8 
8.5 
.0 

15.4 
11.1 

9.6 
18.3 
14.7 
15.8 
21.5 
17.5 
20.6 
15.0 
18.1 

4.2 
21.0 

30.8 
4.6 
6.4 
9.3 
12.2 
16.9 
17.9 
16.1 
9.8 
17.4 
20.0 
12.7 
5.3 

.0 
4.5 
5.3 
4.3 
3.3 
4.2 
3.2 
7.2 
7.2 
1.6 
2.9 
16.9 
5.3 

10.3 
2  2 
5^3 
4.6 
5.1 
6.0 
3.7 
7.8 
7.6 

1L9 
9.5 

21.2 

15.7 

.0 
1.1 
LI 
L8 
2.6 
4.6 
2.8 
L8 
2.2 
2.4 
6.7 

.0 
6.3 

5.1 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

LI 
LI 
2.1 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,9993 

5,000-9,9993 

L5 
LB 
L6 
1.2 

4.9 

.8 

LO 

12.7 

5.3 

HOME  CALLS 

All  incomes 

56.7 

6.0 

6.7 

4.5 

3.9 

8.8 

6.4 

1.9 

2.9 

L6 

0.6 

0-2493 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,9993 

5,000-9,999  3 

42.9 
63.0 
63.2 
63.5 

58.2 
60.6 
54.7 
52.8 
55.5 
45.2 
41.4 
30.8 
68.4 

.0 
8.1 
5.6 
5.1 
7.1 
5.3 
5.9 
8.0 
3.2 
8.3 
8.9 
7.7 

.0 

9.5 
6.9 
7.8 
5.9 
5.9 
3.2 

n.3 

6.1 

4.1 
10.8 

8.9 
11.6 

5.3 

4.8 
3.5 
2.8 
6.2 
4.7 
2.8 
5.5 
4.9 
6.8 
3.3 
2.0 
3.8 
.0 

9.5 
4.6 
2.8 
2.4 
3.2 
2.8 
6.7 
3.7 
5.0 
3.3 
5.0 
3.8 
.0 

4.8 
6.9 
6.1 
6.6 
8.7 

11.4 
8.0 
9.8 
9.6 

13.3 
8.9 

15.4 
5.3 

14.2 
5.8 
6.7 
6.9 
4.7 
6.0 
5.0 
7.4 
7.7 
6.9 

n.9 

7.7 
10.5 

.0 
.0 
LI 
L2 

2.4 

L8 
1.3 
1.8 
L8 
5.0 
4.0 
3.8 
5.2 

9.5 

.0 

1.7 

L6 

3.6 

4.3 

.8 

3.7 

4.5 

3.3 

3.0 

7.7 

.0 

4.8 
L2 
1.7 
1.6 

.8 
2.1 

.4 
L2 
L8 

.8 
3.0 
7.7 
6.3 

3 

0 
0 
5 
0 

8 
7 
4 
6 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 

1  Percentages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  oflBce 
visits  or  home  calls  of  physicians. 

2  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

3  All  percentages  in  this  class  are  based  on  fewer  than  30  cases. 

The  average  amount  spent  for  a  visit  to  a  physician's  office  was 
smaller  for  farm  families  than  for  village  families  at  most  income 
levels.  Differences  between  the  two  averages  were  not  great — $0.24, 
for  example,  in  the  class  $1,000-$  1,249  where  the  average  for  the  farm 
group  was  $1.20  and  for  the  village  group  $1.44.  Though  small, 
differences  were  consistent  throughout  the  income  range;  perhaps  the 
physicians  tended  to  adjust  their  charges  to  the  smaller  cash  incomes 
of  the  farm  families. 

Volume  oj  services  received,  excluding  free  care. 

Farm  families  spending  for  office  visits  to  physicians  had  an  average 
of  11.29  such  visits;  had  the  total  number  of  visits  been  distributed 
equally  among  all  families  of  the  group  (those  having  and  those  not 
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having  such  services)  each  would  have  made  7.21  visits — fewer  than 
two  per  person  during  the  year.  The  average  number  of  home  calls 
was  smaller  than  the  average  number  of  office  visits,  as  would  be 
expected — an  average  of  8.22  for  families  having  such  calls  and  of 
approximately  3.55  for  all  families.  These  averages  do  not  differ 
greatly  from  those  for  the  village  group. 

The  more  well-to-do  farm  families  tended  to  have  more  physicians' 
visits  of  each  type  than  families  at  the  lower  income  levels,  though 
the  increase  with  income  was  irregular.  Families  in  the  income  class 
$250-$499  spending  for  office  calls  had  only  about  half  as  many  as 
families  in  the  class  $4,000-$4,999 — an  average  of  approximately 
10.03  compared  with  20.30.  The  average  number  of  home  calls  at 
the  two  levels  was  5.34  and  10.61,  respectively. 

Since  illness  may  be  severe  or  light,  it  is  not  surprising  that  farm 
families  differed  greatly  with  respect  to  the  number  of  physicians' 
visits  they  had.  At  every  income  level  some  families  had  50  office 
visits  or  more  while  some  had  none.  The  proportion  of  families  having 
10  or  more  office  visits  was  smaller  at  the  lower  income  levels  than  at 
the  upper — 13  percent  in  the  class  $250-$499  as  compared  with  39 
percent  in  the  class  $3,000-$3,999.  However,  at  this  upper  income 
level,  the  proportion  of  village  families  havmg  10  or  more  office 
visits  was  even  greater  than  for  the  farm  group,  46  percent  (tables 
7  and  21). 

Wide  variations  also  were  apparent  in  the  number  of  home  calls 
received  by  these  farm  families.  At  every  income  level  a  large 
proportion  of  the  families  had  no  calls  (from  31  to  68  percent);  in 
some  income  classes  the  number  of  such  calls  received  ranged  from  1 
to  more  than  50.  Although  the  proportion  of  families  having  10  or 
more  calls  tended  to  increase  with  income,  the  increase  followed  a 
less  regular  pattern  than  in  the  case  of  office  visits.  The  percentage 
of  families  having  only  1  or  no  home  calls  was  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion having  1  or  no  office  visits  at  every  income  level — a  situation 
reflected  in  the  smaller  average  number  of  home  calls,  already  noted. 

Services  of  Surgeons  or  Other  Special  Practitioners 

The  proportion  of  farm  families  spending  for  the  services  of  special 
practitioners — surgeons,  obstetricians,  and  persons  not  graduate 
physicians  such  as  midwives — was  approximately  the  same  as 
that  of  village  families,  7.9  compared  with  7.3  percent.  Surgeons' 
services  were  used  by  more  families  than  were  those  of  other  special 
practitioners,  as  the  following  figures  show: 

Percentage  of  Average  expendi- 
families  having  tures  per 

Special  practitioner:  services  family  i 

All  types 7.9  $3.96 

Surgeons 2.8  2.48 

Obstetricians 1,  7  .65 

Other  medical  specialists 2.  0  .54 

Chiropractors .5  .08 

Osteopaths .3  .12 

Other  nonmedical  practitioners  and  unknown_  .6  .09 
1  Based  on  the  total  number  of  families,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  such  expenditures. 

Surgeons  received  about  five-eighths  of  the  aggregate  outlays  made 
by  farm  families  for  services  of  tliis  group  of  speciaUsts;  nonmedical 
practitioners,  less  than  one-twelfth. 
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Average  expenditures  for  this  group  of  special  practitioners  were 
$4,  about  8  percent  of  the  total  spent  for  medical  care  by  these  farm 
families.  However,  for  families  having  such  services  the  average 
was  much  higher,  $50.  Such  expenditures  did  not  increase  regularly 
with  income,  although  the  averages  for  all  families  in  the  income 
range  $500-$999  were  smaller  than  at  higher  levels.  The  average 
amounts  spent  by  families  having  such  outlays  tended  to  be  high  at 
every  income  level,  as  the  following  figures  show: 

Average  expenditures  for  special  practitioners  ' 

Families  having 
Family-income  class:  All  families       such  expenditures         Per  capita 

All $3.96  $50.44  $0.95 

$250-$499 4.23  52.88  L  42 

$500-$749 1.93  40.40  .55 

$1,000-$1,249 4.49  50.73  1.08 

$1,500-$1,749 5.32  47.23  1.25 

$2,000-$2,499 3.09  41.26  .66 

$3,000-$3,999 3.32  48.12  .66 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  may  be  obtained  from  tables  35  and  48. 

Clinic  Visits,  Examinations,  and  Tests 

Expenditures  for  visits  to  clinics  were  a  negligible  part  of  the 
total  medical  outlays  of  this  group  of  farm  families — one-half  of  1 
percent.  Few  families  spent  for  this  type  of  medical  service,  only  8 
of  the  2,254  in  the  group.  This  is  an  even  smaller  proportion  than  in 
the  villages  (table  35).  Doubtless  clinics  were  not  available  in  most 
of  the  small  communities  where  these  farm  families  went  to  consult 
practitioners. 

Laboratory  services  for  special  tests,  as  for  blood  examinations 
and  X-rays,  also  were  relatively  unimportant  in  the  total  medical 
bill  of  this  farm  group,  accounting  for  1.4  percent  of  the  aggregate 
outlays.  Average  expenditures  of  all  families  were  less  than  $1  at 
every  income  level  under  $2,000,  and  less  than  $2  at  levels  above. 
Comparatively  few,  only  4  percent,  of  the  farm  families  had  such 
services — the  same  proportion  as  of  the  village  group. 

Hospital  Care 

Approximately  1  in  every  13  of  these  farm  families  had  expenditures 
for  hospital  care — a  slightly  smaller  proportion  than  in  the  villages 
where  1  out  of  10  families  spent  for  such  services.  The  proportion 
of  farm  families  spending  for  this  item  differed  considerably  from  one 
income  class  to  another,  varying  from  3  percent  in  the  class  $750- 
$999  to  16  percent  in  the  class  $2,500-$2,999.  There  was  no  con- 
sistent tendency  toward  an  increase  in  the  proportion  as  income  rose 
(table  22). 

Average  expenditures  for  hospital  care  were  $5 — approximately 
one-tenth  of  the  total  medical  bill  of  this  farm  group.  For  the 
families  having  such  services,  however,  average  outlays  were  $61 — an 
amount  greater  than  the  average  for  all  items  of  medical  care  for  the 
entire  farm  group.  Some  families,  about  one-fifth  of  those  spending 
for  hospital  care,  kept  their  outlays  below  $20;  approximately  one- 
fifth  spent  sums  within  the  range  $20-$39,  and  about  one-sixth  spent 
$100  or  more.     The  famihes  having  high  expenditures  were  not  con- 
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fined  to  the  upper  income  groups;  in  the  class  $250-$499  one  of  the 
six  families  having  hospital  care  had  outlaj^s  in  the  range  $150-8249, 
a  large  share  of  the  year's  income. 

Table  22. — hospitalization:  Average  number  of  days  of  hospitalization;  average 
expenditures  per  family,  per  capita,  and  per  day  of  hospitalization:  and  distribu- 
tion of  families  by  amount  of  expenditures;  by  income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm 
analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Average 
number 
of  days  of 
hospital- 
ization 2 

Average  expenditures 

Families  spending  for  hospitalization  ^ 

Family-in- 
come class 
(dollars) 

Percent- 
age of  1  Per 
total    !  fam- 

medical    ily  3 
care 

! 

Per 

family 
having 
expend- 
tures2 

Per 

capita 

4 

Per  day 
of  hos- 
pitaliza- 
tion 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 
$20 

$20- 
$39 

$40- 
$59 

1 
$6(K  1  $100 

All  incomes. __ 

No. 
11.23 

Pd. 
9.8 

Dol. 
4.60 

Dol. 
6L04 

Dol. 
LIO 

Dol. 

5.44 

Pet. 

7.5 

Pet. 
1.6 

Pet. 
L5 

Pet. 
L4 

Pet. 

L8 

Pet. 
L2 

0-249     -- 

.0 
18.3 
15.2 

5.3 
11.2 

8.7 

14!  2 
8.8 

13.2 
5.3 
.0 
2.2 

.00 
6.11 
4.45 
L71 
5.05 
4.05 
.3.32 
8.33 
5.00 
9.76 
3.59 

.00 
1.84 

"i6i."83" 
77.42 
57.67 
70.86 
45.14 
46.63 
60.78 
63.50 
62.71 
69.33 

'5'35."00' 

.00 

2.06 

L27 

.45 

1.22 

.99 

.78 

L84 

L07 

2.01 

.71 

.00 

.36 

""3."73" 
5.22 
4.36 
4.85 
5.14 
5.06 
6.66 
6.22 
6.69 
6.12 

""5"7."00" 

.0 
6.0 
5.7 
3.0 
7.1 
9.0 
7.1 

13.7 
7.9 

15.6 

5.2 

.0 

5.3 

.0 

.0 

.9 

1.0 

1.4 

2  2 

L9 

3.1 

L2 

4.4 

.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 
1.0 
1.0 
.7 
.6 
2.2 
LI 
3.0 
2.3 
2.3 
.9 
.0 
5.3 

.0 

LO 

1.4 

.3 

L4 

2.6 

1.1 

2.0 

.8 

4.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
2.0 
LO 

.3 
2.3 
L3 
2.6 
3.6 
2.0 
1.5 
1.7 

.0 

.0 

0 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249-- 
1,250-1.499-- 
1,500-1,749-- 
1,750-1,999-- 
2,000-2,499-- 
2,500-2,999-- 
3.000-3.999-. 
4,000-4,999 

27.33 
14.82 
13.22 
14.60 
8.78 
9.22 
9.12 
10.21 
9.38 
n.33 

2.0 
1.4 
.  7 
L4 

^4 
2.0 
1.6 
3.0 
1.7 
0 

5,000-9,999-- 

5  5.00 

.0 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table.     (See  also  table  35,  footnote  4.) 

2  Based  on  tlie  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  hospitalization. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expenditures  for 
hospitalization. 

^  Based  on  the  total  number  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family 
had  any  expenditures  for  hospitalization. 
5  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 

Farm  families  tended  to  spend  less  for  hospitahzation  than  village 
families  with  comparable  incomes;  differences  were  especially  marked 
at  the  upper  levels.  A  smaller  proportion  of  the  more  well-to-do 
farm  than  village  families  had  such  services  and  relatively  fewer  had 
bills  exceeding  $40. 

The  average  period  of  hospitahzation  for  these  farm  famihes  was 
11.23  days.  In  the  income  class  $250-$499,  the  six  families  having 
such  care  had  more  than  double  the  number  of  days  reported  by  the 
six  in  the  class  $3,000-$3, 999,  27.33  days  compared  with  11.33;  as 
in  the  villages,  abihty  to  pay  did  not  determine  length  of  stay  in  the 
hospital.  Average  expenditures  per  day  of  such  care,  however,  were 
smaller  for  the  lower  income  families  than  for  the  more  well-to-do — 
$3.73  at  the  former  of  these  two  levels  and  $6.12  at  the  latter. 

The  village  families,  as  a  group,  had  a  somewhat  longer  average  stay 
in  the  hospital,  12.58  days,  but  their  average  expenditures  per  day 
were  similar.  Comparisons  at  the  different  income  levels  are  not 
made  because  of  the  smaU  nuinber  of  cases  and  the  high  degree  of 
variability  of  the  data. 

Nurses'  Services 

Approximately  11  percent  of  these  farm  families  had  the  ser\dces  of 
nurses  during  the  year.     Seven  percent  received  such  services  as  a  part 
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of  their  general  hospital  care  without  special  payments;  4  percent 
spent  for  a  private  nurse  at  the  hospital  or  at  home  or  for  a  visiting 
nurse  from  the  public  health  department  or  some  welfare  agency. 
Fewer  than  1  percent  (only  6  of  2,254  families)  spent  for  the  latter 
type  of  service.  The  number  spending  for  care  at  home  by  a  graduate 
or  practical  nurse  was  more  tha.n  twice  as  great  as  the  number  spend- 
ing for  a  special  nurse  at  a  hospital,  58  families  compared  with  23. 
In  the  villages  the  proportion  of  families  having  nursing  care  was 
similar  to  that  for  the  farm  group;  but  there  was  less  difference, 
relatively,  between  the  number  spending  for  such  care  at  the  hospital 
and  the  number  spending  for  it  at  home. 

Average  expenditures  of  farm  families  for  services  of  special  nurses 
were  $1.32,  less  than  3  percent  of  the  total  medical  bill.  The  families 
having  such  services  spent  amounts  averaging  $37.12.  With  fewer 
than  15  families  at  any  one  income  level  spending  for  nursing  care,  and 
with  expenditures  showing  considerable  variation,  the  averages  for 
the  different  income  classes  which  follow  showed  no  consistent  trend 
with  income: 

Expenditures  for  nursing  services  other  than 
visiting  nurse  i 

Percentage  of  Average  per 

families  hav-  family  having 

ing  such  Average  per         such  expendi- 

Family-income  class:                                                     expenditures  family  2                    tures 

$250-$499 4  0  $0.85  $21.25 

$500-$749 .5  ,  .  15  31.00 

$1,000-$1,249 2.0  .36  17.50 

$1,750-$1,999 5.6  2.72  48.73 

$2,500-$2,999 _■ 5.9  6.43  108.50 

$3,000-$3,999 5.2  1.49  28.83 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  may  be  obtained  from  table  35. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures  for  such 
services. 

Comparatively  few — 9  of  the  80  families  spending  for  services  of 
special  nurses  at  home  or  at  the  hospital — kept  their  outlays  under 
$10;  more  than  one-half,  45,  spent  amounts  in  the  range  $10-$29;  17, 
amounts  in  the  range  $30-$59 ;  and  9  spent  $60  or  more.  The  expendi- 
tures of  3  were  $250  or  more.  The  pattern  of  distribution  of  the  group 
by  amounts  spent  for  such  service  was  thus  similar  to  that  in  the 
village  unit;  none  of  the  village  families,  however,  had  outlays  of  as 
much  as  $250  (table  38) . 

Dentists'  Services 

In  the  farm  section,  as  in  the  villages,  there  was  a  striking  associa- 
tion between  income  and  expenditures  for  dentists'  services.  More 
than  three-fourths  of  these  farm  families  in  the  income  classes  under 
$500,  and  one-half  in  the  class  $1,250-$1,499  spent  nothing  for  dental 
care;  but  in  the  classes  above  $4,000  fewer  than  one-fourth  of  the 
families  were  without  some  expenditures  (table  23). 

Families  spending  for  dentists'  services  had  lower  average  outlays 
in  this  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  section  than  in  the  villages  studied  at 
nearly  every  income  level.  It  was  only  in  the  classes  above  $3,000 
that  this  average  was  more  than  $20,  while  in  the  villages  it  was  $20 
or  more  at  all  levels  above  $1,750.  In  the  class  $500-$749,  nearly 
seven-tenths  (69  percent)  of  the  families  having  expenditures  spent 
less  than  $10,  while  in  the  classes  above  $3,000,  the  percentage  spend- 
ing as  little  was  approximately  30.  Expenditures  did  not,  however, 
exceed  $30  for  the  majority  spending  at  most  income  levels. 


46 


MISC.    PUBLICATION    4  0  2,    U.    S.    DEPT.    OF    AGRICULTURE 


Table  23. — dentists'  services:  Average  expenditures  for  dentists'  services  per 
family  and  per  capita,  and  distribution  of  families  hy  amount  of  expenditures,  by 
income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-bom] 


Fami- 

Average  expenditures 

Families  spending  for  dentists'  services  2— 

Family-income 

Percent- 

Per 

class  (dollars) 

hes 

age  of 

total 

medical 

care 

Per 

fam- 
ily 2 

family 
having 
expendi- 
tures 3 

Per 

cap- 
ita 4 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$5 

$^$9 

$10- 
$29 

$30- 
$59 

$60- 
$99 

$iOO 

or 

over 

No. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Dot. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

All  incomes 

2,254 

17.6 

8.33 

16.17 

1.99 

51.5 

11.4 

11.8 

19.7 

6.7 

1.5 

0.4 

0-249 

21 

12.4 

4.10 

21.50 

1.41 

19.0 

.0 

4.8 

9.4 

4.8 

.0 

.0 

250-499 

100 

7.7 

2.58 

12.28 

.87 

21.0 

7.0 

4.0 

7.0 

3.0 

.0 

.0 

500-749 

209 

8.9 

2.62 

9.96 

.75 

26.3 

13.9 

4.3 

4.3 

3.8 

.0 

.0 

750-999 

304 

16.6 

5.36 

11.88 

1.40 

45.1 

12.2 

15.5 

12.8 

3.9 

.  / 

.0 

1,000-1,249  __ 

294 

15.6 

7.02 

14.45 

1.69 

48.6 

11.9 

13.0 

17.3 

4.7 

1.4 

.3 

1,250-1,499- _ 

312 

14.2 

6.63 

13.35 

1.61 

49.7 

13.6 

12.5 

17.6 

4.1 

1.9 

.0 

1, 500-1, 749 _ - 

267 

20.0 

9.15 

16.38 

2.15 

55.8 

13.5 

12.7 

18.7 

7.9 

2.6 

.4 

1.750-1,999  __ 

197 

17.9 

10.39 

16.38 

2.30 

63.4 

10.2 

13.2 

29.3 

9.2 

1.5 

.0 

2,000-2,499 _ . 

254 

22.1 

12.51 

19.14 

2.67 

65.4 

8.7 

12.6 

30.6 

11.9 

.4 

1.2 

2,500-2,999  _- 

135 

16.0 

11.71 

18.38 

2.41 

63.7 

13.3 

11.1 

26.8 

9.6 

2.2 

3,000-3,999- - 

116 

23.7 

15.89 

22.74 

3.14 

69.8 

8.6 

12.9 

32.8 

10.3 

2.6 

2.6 

4,000-4,999-  - 

26 

28.1 

20.54 

23.22 

4.00 

88.5 

.0 

19.2 

42.4 

19.2 

7.7 

.0 

5,000-9.999-  - 

IP 

30.9 

25.32 

32.07 

4.99 

78.9 

5.3 

5.3 

47.2 

5.3 

10.5 

5.3 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2).  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures for  dentists'  services. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  having  expenditures  for  dentists'  services. 

^  Based  on  the  total  nimiber  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  the  family 
had  any  expenditures  for  dentists'  services. 


Table  24. — eyeglasses  and  oculists'  services:  Percentage  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  eyeglasses  and  ocidists'  services,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a 

husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Average 

Eyeglasses 

Oculists 

services 

expendi- 

Average expenditures 

Average  expenditures 

Fam- 

tures 
for  eye- 

Fam- 
ilies 
having 

Fam- 
ilies 
having 

Family-income 

class  (dollars) 

ilies 

glasses 
and 

Per- 
cent- 

Per 
family 

Per- 
cent- 

Per 
family 

oculists' 

pendi- 
tures  2 

age  of 

Per 

having 

pendi- 
tures  2 

age  of 

Per 

having 

services  2 

total 

family  2 

ex- 

total 

family  ' 

ex- 

medical 

pendi- 

medical 

pendi- 

care 

tures  3 

care 

tures  3 

Number 

Dollars 

Pereent 

Pereent 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Pereent 

Pereent 

Dollars 

Dollars 

All  incomes 

2,254 

3.54 

20.9 

6.3 

3.02 

14.46 

5.4 

LI 

0  52 

9.62 

0-249 

21 
100 

.57 
L45 

4.8 
8.0 

L7 
4.2 

.57 
L43 

i  12.  00 
17.88 

.0 
LO 

.0 
(°) 

.00 
.02 

250-499 

<2.00 

500-749 

209 

L74 

13.4 

5.6 

L64 

12.28 

L9 

.3 

.10 

5.25 

750-999 

304 

2.19 

15.1 

5.5 

L79 

n.80 

4.9 

L2 

.40 

8.20 

l,000-l,249-__. 

294 

3.40 

20.4 

6.1 

2.76 

13.50 

5.4 

L4 

.64 

1L69 

1,250-1,499—. 

312 

3.35 

20.8 

6.0 

2.81 

13.51 

6.4 

L2 

.54 

8.35 

1,500-1,749—- 

267 

4.30 

23.6 

7.8 

3.57 

15.14 

6.7 

L6 

.73 

10  83 

1,750-1,999-.- 

197 

4.76 

27.4 

7.1 

4.17 

15.20 

6.6 

LO 

.59 

8.92 

2,000-2,499-... 

254 

4.27 

24.0 

6.3 

3.58 

14.90 

6.7 

L2 

.69 

10  35 

2,500-2,999-— 

135 

4.68 

28.1 

5.8 

4.27 

15.18 

4.4 

.6 

.41 

9.17 

3,000-3,999-.. 

116 

5.46 

29.3 

7.1 

4.80 

16.38 

6.0 

LO 

.66 

11.00 

4,000-4,999.... 

26 

7.92 

30.8 

8.2 

6.00 

19.50 

15.4 

2.6 

L92 

12.50 

5,000-9,999-.. 

19 

5.94 

26.3 

6.9 

5.68 

2L60 

5.3 

.3 

.26 

<5.00 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi 
tures  for  eyeglasses  or  oculists'  services. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures, 
*  Averaa^e  based  on  fewer  than  3  1 
5  0.050  percent  or  less. 
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Eyeglasses  and  Oculists'  Services 

The  relative  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  eyeglasses 
was  slightly  larger  in  this  farm  section  than  in  the  villages.  In  the 
income  classes  below  $1,000  the  proportion  ranged  from  5  to  15 
percent;  in  the  classes  in  the  range  $l,000-$2,499  it  was  generally 
between  20  and  25  percent;  and  at  higher  levels  it  approached  or 
exceeded  30  percent.  Families  buying  eyeglasses  spent  amounts  that 
averaged  between  $11  and  $14  in  most  income  classes  below  $1,500 
and  between  $14  and  $22  in  the  upper  part  of  the  income  range. 
They  thus  tended  to  spend  as  much  as  similar  groups  of  village  families 
(table  24). 

In  the  income  classes  under  $1,750,  the  percentage  of  families 
having  oculists'  services  was  nearly  the  same  in  the  farm  section  as  in 
the  villages,  but  farm  families  in  the  higher  classes  generally  had  such 
service  less  frequently  than  village  families.  The  proportion  was  less 
than  7  percent  at  all  but  one  income  level  in  the  farm  section,  but 
greater  than  7  percent  among  village  families  within  the  income  range 
$l,750-$3,999.  The  average  outlay  of  farm  families  spending  for 
oculists'  services  was  less  than  that  of  village  families  at  most  income 
levels  Thus,  in  the  income  class  $500-$749,  expenditures  for  farm 
families  having  oculists'  services  averaged  $5;  for  village  families,  $12. 
Corresponding  differences  were  apparent  at  most  upper  income  levels. 
In  the  class  $2,500-$2,999,  for  example,  farm  families  spent  an  average 
of  $9  for  oculists'  services,  whereas  village  families  at  this  same  level 
spent  $16. 

Table  25. — free  medical  care:  Number  of  families  receiving  specified  types  of 
medical  services  free,  by  income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysts  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

Families  receiving  specified  types  of  medical  services  free 

Family-income  class  (dollars) 

Any 
serv- 
ices 

Physician 
or  special 
practi- 
tioner 2 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Clinic 
visits 

Hospi- 

room 
orbed 

Examina- 
tions, 
tests,  or 
nursing 
services  3 

All  incomes 

Number 
2,254 

Number 
26 

Number 
10 

Number 
2 

Number 

1 

Number 
4 

Number 
4 

Number 
6 

0-999 

634 

1,070 

389 

161 

9 
12 
3 
2 

3 
6 

I 

2 
0 
0 
0 

1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
3 
0 

1 

2 
1 

1 

2 

1,000-1,999 

2 

2,000-2,999      

3,000  or  over 

1 

1  Sef>  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

*  Of  these  families,  only  2  reported  free  services  of  special  practitioners. 

^  Includes  families  receiving  free  services  of  private  or  visiting  nurse. 


Free  Medical  Services 

Free  medical  services  were  provided  to  very  few  of  these  farm 
families— -26  of  the  2,254.  Since  17  of  the  26  had  mcomes  of  $1,000 
or  more,  it  may  be  assumed  that  they  received  care,  without  charge, 
from  relatives  or  friends,  rather  than  from  welfare  agencies;  some  of 
the  9  in  the  lower  income  classes  may  have  had  services  of  the  latter 
type.  It  must  be  remembered  that  families  on  relief  were  excluded 
from  this  analysis;  hence  this  doubtless  is  a  very  incomplete  picture 
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of  the  extent  to  which  free  medical  care  is  received  by  farm  families 
from  Govermnent-supported  or  private  agencies.  However,  it  is 
probable  that  health  centers  and  free  cliaics  were  less  frequently 
available  to  this  farm  group  than  to  urban  families,  especially  those 
in  large  cities  (table  25). 

Services  of  physicians  were  provided  without  charge  to  more  fami- 
lies than  any  other  type  of  free  care.  However,  a  few  families  had 
hospital  care,  special  laboratory  tests,  nursing  service,  and  clhiic 
visits  for  which  they  spent  nothuig.  Only  2  of  the  2,254  families 
surveyed  received  free  services  from  dentists;  only  1,  from  an  oculist. 
(As  previously  explained,  some  of  the  families  incurring  expenditures 
for  medical  care  and  for  other  budget  items  as  well  had  unpaid  bills; 
but  services  and  goods  for  which  a  charge  was  made  were  not  con- 
sidered free  even  though  payment  for  them  had  not  been  made.) 

Medicines  and  Drugs,  Medical  Appliances  and  Supplies 

About  one-tenth  of  the  total  medical  outlays  of  these  farm  families 
was  spent  for  medicuies,  drugs,  medical  supplies,  and  appliances  of 
various  sorts.  Such  articles  thus  accounted  for  about  the  same  pro- 
portion of  the  total  medical  bill  as  in  the  villages.  Average  amounts 
spent,  however,  were  slightly  smaller,  $4.92  in  the  farm  section  and 
$5.43  in  the  villages. 

A  considerable  proportion  of  the  farm  families  at  the  lower  income 
levels  limited  their  expenditures  for  medical  care  to  these  items,  spend- 
ing nothing  for  services  of  any  sort,  for  eyeglasses,  or  for  health  and 
accident  insurance.  Thus,  at  the  level  $250-$499  approxunately  one- 
third  of  the  farm  families  bought  only  medicines  and  medical  supplies ; 
at  the  next  level  above  ($500-$749)  one-fourth  of  the  families  thus 
restricted  their  purchases.  These  proportions  are  appreciably  greater 
than  those  for  village  families  at  the  same  levels,  20  percent  and  14 
percent,  respectively.  Farm  families  may  have  had  to  depend  upon 
the  household  medicine  chest  in  emergencies  more  often  than  village 
families;  relatively  more  of  the  former  than  of  the  latter  at  these  in- 
come levels  were  without  medical  services.  However,  the  average 
amounts  spent  by  the  farm  families  for  medicines  and  drugs  tended 
to  be  smaller  than  those  spent  by  village  families  at  comparable 
levels — a  fact  that  does  not  lend  support  to  the  theory  that  farm 
families  spend  much  larger  sums  for  patent  medicines  than  village 
families.  As  in  the  villages,  the  percentage  of  families  that  limited 
their  outlays  for  medical  care  to  such  purchases  tended  to  decrease 
fairly  steadily  with  incom^e  (tables  12  and  26). 

Purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs  (as  separated  from  appliances 
and  miscellaneous  medical  supplies)  were  made  by  nearly  three-fourths, 
73  percent,  of  this  group  of  farm  families,  and,  as  in  the  villages,  there 
was  little  variation  in  the  proportion  among  the  income  classes. 
Average  amounts  spent  by  all  families  for  medicmes  and  drugs  were  less 
than  $5  at  most  income  levels.  In  the  low-income  level  $250-$499, 
20  percent  of  the  group  spent  nothing;  64  percent  paid  less  than  $10; 
and  16  percent,  $10  or  more.  Even  at  the  level  $4,000-$4,999,  only 
19  percent  of  the  families  had  expenditures  of  as  much  as  or  more  than 
$10.  Average  outlays  for  medicmes  and  drugs  were  about  equal  to 
those  of  village  families  at  the  same  income  level  and  accounted  for 
nearly  the  same  proportion  of  the  total  spent  for  medical  care. 
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Table  26. — medicines,  drugs,  appliances,  and  supplies:  Number  of  families 
whose  only  medical  care  expenditures  were  for  medicines,  drugs,  appliances,  or 
supplies;  average  amounts  spent;  and  distribution  of  families  by  amount  of  ex- 
penditures for  medicines  and  drugs;  by  income,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis 
umt,^  1935-86 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  h 

usband 

and  wife. 

both  native-born] 

Families 

Expenditures  for 

Families  s 

pending  for  medicines 

with  no 
medical 

Expendi- 
tures for 
medi- 
cines, 
drugs, 
appli- 
ances, 
and 
supplies  2 

medicines  and  drugs 

and  drugs  2— 

care  ex- 
penditures 

Per- 
cent- 
age of 
total 
medi- 
cal 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

other  than 

for 
medicines, 

drugs, 
appliances, 

or 

Per 
fam- 
ily 2 

Per- 
family 
having 

ex- 
pendi- 
tures 3 

Any 
amount 

Un- 
der 

$5 

$5-$9 

$10- 
$19 

$20- 
$39 

$40 
or 

over 

supplies  2 

No. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Pd. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

All  incomes 

259 

11.5 

4.92 

8.9 

4.24 

5.80 

73.1 

39.0 

20.2 

10.5 

2.5 

0.9 

0-249 

2 

9.5 

3.57 

8.1 

2.67 

4.67 

57.1 

38.0 

9.5 

4.8 

4.8 

.0 

250-499 

34 

34.0 

4.36 

11.0 

3.68 

4.60 

80.0 

51.0 

13.0 

14.0 

2.0 

.0 

500-749 

52 

24.9 

3.71 

9.7 

2.86 

4.12 

69.4 

49.7 

12.0 

5.3 

1.9 

.5 

750-999 

43 

14.1 

3.86 

11.1 

3.58 

5.02 

7L4 

43.8 

16.1 

8.9 

1.6 

1.0 

1,000-1,249.  _ 

30 

10.2 

5.35 

10.5 

4.74 

6.19 

76.5 

43.6 

19.7 

9.9 

1.7 

1.6 

1,250-1,499- _ 

30 

9.6 

4.49 

8.7 

4.06 

5.66 

71.8 

38.5 

20.8 

8.7 

3.2 

.6 

1,500-1, 749  _  _ 

21 

7.9 

4.91 

9.2 

4.23 

5.92 

71.5 

32.6 

25.8 

10.5 

1.5 

1.  1 

1,750-1,999- _ 

14 

7.1 

5.85 

8.9 

5.20 

7.01 

74.1 

34.6 

22.8 

12.7 

2.0 

2.0 

2,000-2,499-- 

19 

7.5 

4.52 

7.2 

4.06 

5.57 

72.8 

35.4 

24.4 

9.4 

2.8 

.8 

2,500-2,999-- 

11 

8.1 

7.32 

8.7 

6.42 

8.42 

76.3 

31.9 

17.0 

20.1 

6.6 

.7 

3,000-3,999.- 

3 

2.6 

6.16 

6.9 

4.63 

5.90 

78.4 

31.7 

30.2 

14.7 

1.8 

.0 

4,000-4,999-  - 

0 

.0 

5.81 

7.1 

5.19 

7.10 

73.1 

26.9 

26.9 

11.6 

7.7 

.0 

5,000-9,999-  - 

0 

.0 

10.79 

4.6 

3.74 

7.10 

52.6 

21.0 

10.5 

15.8 

5.3 

.0 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class. 

3  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  that  had  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs. 

At  most  income  levels  the  percentage  of  families  spending  for 
medical  appliances  and  supplies  was  somewhat  lower  in  the  farm  sec- 
tion than  in  the  villages.  Average  expenditures  were  less  than  $1  at 
nearly  every  income  level  and  did  not  differ  significantly  from  average 
outlays  by  comparable  village  groups. 

Health  and  Accident  Insurance 

The  proportion  of  families  having  health  and  accident  insurance 
was  lower  in  the  farm  section  than  in  the  villages  at  every  income 
level.  In  no  class  under  $5,000  did  more  than  10  percent  of  the  farm 
families  buy  this  type  of  insurance,  while  among  village  families  the 
proportion  was  at  least  20  percent  in  all  income  classes  above  $750. 
Such  insurance,  therefore,  was  absolutely  and  relatively  a  smaller 
outlay  on  the  part  of  farm  families.  At  every  income  level  except  one 
the  average  amount  spent  by  the  total  group  of  families  was  less 
than  $2,  as  the  following  figures  for  selected  income  classes  show: 

Expenditures  for  health  and  aceident  insurance  i 


Average 

Percentage  of  expenditures 

families  Average  per  family 

having  such  expenditures  having  such 

Family-income  class:                                                  expenditures  per  family^  expenditures 

$250-$499  4.0  $0.39  $9.75 

$500-$749 3.8  .25  6.50 

$1,000-$1,249 , 4.8  1.43  30.07 

$1,750-$1,999 5.1  1.09  21.40 

$2,500-$2,999 9.6  1.03  10.69 

$3,000-$3,999 6.0  1.12  18.57 

1  Data  for  other  income  classes  are  given  in  table  35. 

2  Based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  such  expenditures. 
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The  average  amount  paid  as  premium  by  farm  families  was  generally 
lower  than  that  for  a  comparable  group  of  village  families.  In  the 
income  class  $1,750-$1,999,  for  example,  the  farm  families  having 
insurance  made  premium  payments  that  averaged  $21;  the  village 
group,  $26.  In  the  farm  section,  this  average  apparently  was  not 
related  to  income,  since  the  average  amounts  spent  did  not  follow  any 
consistent  pattern  from  the  lowest  to  the  hio-hest  income  level. 

Expenditures  of  Families  at  Two  Expenditure  Levels 

Differences  between  the  farm  families  spending  large  amounts  for 
medical  care  and  those  spending  smaUer  sums  were  associated  for  the 
most  part  with  differences  in  outlays  for  services,  as  was  true  in  the 
villages.  To  study  such  differences,  the  farm  famihes  at  each  income 
level  were  divided  into  two  groups — those  with  relatively  high  expendi- 
tures for  medical  care  (excluding  health  and  accident  insurance)  and 
those  spending  less;  families  with  no  expenditures  were  omitted  from 
the  comparison.  The  dividing  line  between  the  upper  and  lower 
groups  was  approximately  twice  the  median  expenditures  for  medical 
care  for  a  given  income  class,  except  at  the  upper  end  of  the  income 
distribution  where  it  was  approximately  five  thnes  the  median  for  the 
farm  group,  being  based  on  the  median  for  the  village  famihes.  (See 
footnote  5,  p.  26  for  a  further  discussion  of  the  procedure  foUowed  in 
dividing  the  two  groups.) 

Larger  amounts  spent  for  services  of  physicians  and  of  surgeons  or 
other  special  practitioners,  for  hospitalization,  and  for  dental  care 
accounted  for  the  greater  part  of  the  difference  between  the  average 
outlays  of  the  liigher  and  lower  expenditure  groups  in  tins  farm  section, 
as  well  as  in  the  callages.  For  example,  in  the  income  class  $o00-$749, 
the  farm  families  in  the  upper  expenditure  group  had  total  medical 
biUs  averaguig  $88;  those  in  the  lower  group,  $11.  More  than  four- 
fifths  of  the  difference  of  $77  between  these  two  averages  went  for  the 
four  items  cited  above;  expenditures  for  services  of  physicians  ac- 
counted for  $33  of  the  difference  (table  27). 

That  there  were  more  cases  of  serious  illness  among  the  higher 
expenditure  group  than  the  lower  at  the  income  level  $o00-$749  is 
evidenced  by  the  larger  proportion  havhig  expenditures  for  hospital 
care — 22  percent  compared  with  1  percent — and  for  services  of  special- 
ists, 16  and  1  percent,  respectively.  A  larger  proportion  also  had  home 
caUs  from  physicians,  63  percent  compared  with  32  percent.  None  of 
the  lower  expenditure  group  at  this  iacome  level  spent  for  services  of 
nurses  while  2  percent  of  the  upper  group  had  outlays  for  private  nurs- 
LQg  care  and  2  percent  for  care  b}^  visiting  nurses.  However,  there 
were  other  differences,  not  associated  with  serious  illness,  between  the 
two  groups.  About  twice  as  man}^  of  the  upper  group  as  of  the  lower 
spent  for  services  of  dentists  (43  and  24  percent,  respectively)  and  for 
eyeglasses  (24  percent  and  11  percent). 

About  three-fourths  of  the  group  at  the  lower  and  upper  level  of 
spending  in  the  class  $500-$749  bought  medicines  and  drugs.  But 
the  purchases  of  the  latter  families  were  larger;  average  expenditures 
for  this  group,  $6,  were  three  times  as  great  as  those  of  the  former  fami- 
lies. 
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Differences  between  these  two  expenditure  groups  followed  the 
same  general  pattern  at  the  income  level  $2,000-$2,499  as  at  the  one 
just  described  ($500-$749).  For  example,  at  the  higher  level,  aver- 
age expenditures  of  the  upper  group  exceeded  those  of  the  lower  by 
$146;  outlays  for  services  of  physicians  and  special  practitioners,  for 
hospital  and  dental  care  accounted  for  almost  nine-tenths  of  this 
difference.  Forty- two  percent  of  the  higher  outlay  group  and  only  3 
percent  of  the  lower  spent  for  hospital  care;  33  percent  of  the  former 
families  spent  for  services  of  special  practitioners  and  but  4  percent 
of  the  latter. 


Table  27. — expenditures  for  items  of  medical  care  at  two  levels  of 
TOTAL  medical  EXPENDITURES!  Percentage  of  families  having  expenditures  for 
specified  items  of  medical  care,  average  amounts  spent,  and  percentage  of  total 
expenditures  spent  for  specified  items,  selected  income  classes  for  families  at  two 
levels  of  total  expenditures  for  medical  care  in  each  income  class,  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Item 


TotaH 

MEDICAL  SERVICES 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon,  other  spec- 
ial practitioner 

Clinic  visits 

Hospitalization 

Private  nurse 

Visiting  nurse 

Examinations,  tests. 
Others 

MEDICINES,   APPLI- 
ANCES 

Medicines,  drugs... 
Appliances,  supplies 
Eyeglasses 


Families  in  income  class  $500-$749  hav- 
ing total  medical  care  expenditures 
of— 


Under  $40  2 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Pd. 

100 


Average 
expendi- 
tures 3 


Dol. 

11.47 


6.28 

1.30 

.03 

.21 
.00 
.24 
.00 
.00 
.04 
.00 


2.  00 

.22 

1.09 


Pd. 
100 


$40  or  over 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Pd. 

100 


Average 
expendi- 
tures 3 


Families  in  income  class  $2,000-$2,499 
having  total  medical  care  expendi- 
tures of— 


Under  $100 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Dol. 

Pd. 

88.30 

100 

39.62 

45 

7.18 

8 

.33 

(=) 

7.35 

9 

.00 

0 

17.57 

20 

.61 

] 

.24 

(5) 

2.75 

3 

.00 

0 

6.04 

7 

2.86 

3 

3.75 

4 

Pd. 
100 


(5) 


Average 
expendi- 
tures 3 


Dol. 

37.19 

15.  43 
11.15 

.47 

.60 
.00 

.68 
.  77 
.00 
.28 
.01 

3.87 

.52 

3.41 

Pd. 

100 


$100  or  over 


Fami- 
lies 
spend- 
ing for 
speci- 
fied 
items 


Pd. 
100 


Average 
expendi- 
tures 3 


Dol. 

182.  82 


76.73 
23.67 
2.30 

19.85 

.00 

34.03 

3.67 

.00 

9.79 

1.27 


6.06 

.15 

5.30 


Pd. 
100 


(^) 


1  See  table  36  for  similar  data  for  all  income  classes.    See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this 
table. 

2  Excludes  families  with  no  expenditures. 

3  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  having  expenditures  at  the  specified  level, 
regardless  of  whether  they  had  expenditures  for  the  individual  item. 

*  Excludes  expenditures  for  health  and  accident  insurance  premiums. 

5  0.50  percent  or  less. 

6  Includes  ambulance  service,  blood  transfusions,  and  all  items  not  elsewhere  classified,  such  as  Turkish 
baths. 
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Regional  Comparisons  of  Medical  Care  Expenditures 

Small-City  and  Viliags  Families 
New  England  Region 

Among  the  village  families  survej'ed,  average  expenditures  for  all 
medical  care  were  generally  less  in  New  England  than  in  the  other 
regions  chiefly  because  the  outlays  for  tT^'o  of  the  largest  components 
of  the  total,  physicians'  services  and  medicines  and  drugs,  and  in 
addition,  those  for  insurance,  were  comparatively  low.  Famihes 
incurring  expenditures  for  physicians'  care  tended  to  spend  less  than 
groups  at  comparable  income  levels  in  the  Aliddle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  and  the  two  western  regions  studied — Plains  and  ]Moimtaui 
and  Pacific — and  less  than  those  at  hicome  levels  above  $1,500  in  the 
Southeast.  This  average  did  not  tend  to  increase  as  much  Ts-ith  income 
as  in  other  regions.  In  the  classes  under  $2,000  it  varied  around  S20, 
and  for  the  income  groups  above  that  point  the  average  was  generally 
less  than  $30.  In  the  other  regions  the  average  outlays  of  famflies 
^\'ith  incomes  of  $2,000  or  more  tended  to  exceed  those  of  Xew  England 
famihes  at  these  levels. 

The  average  outlays  of  families  purchasmg  medicines  and  drugs 
were  considerably  lower  than  those  in  aU  other  regions  except  the 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central.  In  the  income  class  $1,250- 
$1,499,  for  example,  the  average  amounts  spent  by  families  in  New 
England  were  $6 ;  by  families  m  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Cen- 
tral region,  $7;  by  families  in  southern  and  western  regions,  812  or 
$13.  Both  the  relative  number  of  families  paymg  for  health  and 
accident  insurance  and  the  average  outlay  of  such  families  were  not 
so  great  as  in  other  regions  in  the  mcome  class  above  $1,250.  Of  the 
families  with  incomes  in  the  range  Sl,250-$1,499,  12  percent  had  this 
type  of  insurance,  compared  with  22  percent  or  more  in  the  other 
villages  in  the  north  and  west  and  18  percent  in  the  Southeast.  Their 
average  expenditures  were  $21  compared  with  amounts  ranging  from 
$22  to  $30  in  other  regions  (table  28). 

Amounts  spent  for  two  items,  however,  were  comparatively  high 
in  the  New  England  villages,  namely,  for  hospital  room  or  bed  and  for 
eyeglasses.  Although  the  proportion  of  families  having  outlays  for 
hospital  room  or  bed  was  not  generally  above  that  m  other  sections, 
the  average  such  families  spent  tended  to  be  high.  The  percentage 
of  families  purchasing  eyeglasses  was  comparatively  high  and  in  the 
income  classes  imder  $1,250  expenditures  of  such  families  averaged 
more  than  in  other  regions. 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  Region 

Expenditures  for  total  medical  care  were  relatively  low  for  the 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  families  in  income  classes 
below  $1,250.  At  levels  above  that  pomt,  however,  average  outlays 
for  these  families  assumed  an  intermediate  position  among  the  five 
regions.  The  percentage  of  families  havmg  expenditures  for  physi- 
cians' services  and  for  health  and  accident  insurance  was  compara- 
tively large.  Average  outlays  for  these  items,  though  ranking  com- 
paratively high  among  aU  regions,  were  distinctly  lower  than  in  the 
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Pacific  villages.  The  proportion  of  families  purchasing  medicines 
and  drugs  and  the  average  expenditures  of  these  families  both  were 
lower  than  in  any  other  region.  In  the  Pacific  and  Southeast  villages, 
for  example,  outlays  for  such  goods  at  most  income  levels  were  at  least 
twdce  as  large  as  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages. 
Relatively  fewer  families  in  the  villages  of  this  latter  region  and  in 
New  England  spent  for  services  of  special  practitioners  than  in  those 
of  other  regions ;  average  expenditures  were  correspondingly  low,  New 
England  ranking  lowest  in  income  classes  below  $1,000,  Middle  At- 
lantic and  North  Central  lowest  at  levels  within  the  range  $1,000- 
$1,999.  For  the  remaining  item.s  of  medical  care  expenditures,  the 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages  tended  to  rank  in  an  inter- 
mediate position  with  respect  to  average  size  of  outlays  and  the  fre- 
quency with  which  they  were  made  when  families  at  similar  income 
levels  v/ere  compared  (tables  35,  37,  and  39). 


Table  28.- — items  of  medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  hav- 
ing expenditures  for  specified  items  of  medical  care  and  average  amounts  spent, 
income  class  $1,250-$1,499,  9  small-city  and  village  analysis  units  in  22  States,^ 
1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit 


Total 
medi- 
cal 


Medical  services 

Medi- 
cines, 
drugs 

Eye- 
glasses 

Med- 
ical 
appli- 
ances 
and 
sup- 
plies 

Phy- 
si- 
cian 

Den- 
tist 

Ocu- 
list 

Sur- 
geon or 
other 
special 
practi- 
tioner 

Hos- 
pital 
room 
or 
bed 

Pri- 
vate 
nurs- 
ing 
serv- 
ice 

Health 
and 
ace  - 
dent 

insur- 
ance 


PERCENTAGE  3  OF  FAMILIES  HAVING  EXPENDITURES 


SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast 

VILLAGES 

New  England 

Middle     Atlantic     and 

North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast 

SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast 

VILLAGES 

New  England 

Middle     Atlantic     and 

North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast 


96 

69 

52 

4 

10 

12 

3 

79 

16 

20 

99 

71 

58 

10 

10 

16 

4 

83 

24 

25 

95 

62 

62 

8 

8 

13 

1 

81 

22 

21 

98 

81 

48 

6 

10 

12 

5 

94 

17 

15 

95 

67 

39 

2 

8 

10 

0 

78 

18 

20 

97 

77 

53 

6 

8 

12 

5 

71 

22 

19 

98 

66 

61 

9 

14 

15 

5 

86 

19 

19 

93 

68 

57 

4 

11 

8 

3 

82 

19 

21 

98 

72 

43 

6 

9 

8 

6 

91 

9 

15 

AVERAGE  i  EXPENDITURES 


$68 

$27 

$17 

$13 

$67 

$54 

$42 

$11 

$15 

$4 

73 

33 

17 

9 

44 

51 

16 

12 

18 

5 

71 

31 

23 

12 

38 

47 

16 

10 

14 

6 

72 

26 

19 

9 

61 

59 

39 

15 

17 

14 

46 

19 

19 

5  30 

39 

86 

6 

15 

3 

63 

25 

17 

11 

73 

73 

30 

7 

13 

3 

68 

22 

16 

13 

59 

49 

40 

13 

15 

4 

78 

42 

19 

14 

58 

54 

35 

12 

16 

4 

50 

18 

11 

20 

46 

63 

26 

12 

16 

4 

$36 
26 
24 
24 


1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Includes,  in  addition  to  the  items  given  in  this  table,  clinic  visits,  services  of  visiting  nurse,  examina- 
tions and  tests,  and  items  classified  as  "other."  For  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  these  items 
and  average  amounts  spent  see  table  35. 

3  Percentages  are  based  on  the  total  number  of  famihes  in  the  income  class. 

*  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  the  income  class  that  had  expenditures 
for  the  specified  item  of  medical  care. 
5  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Families  in  tlie  small  cities  of  the  Xonh  Central  region  by  com- 
parison with  those  m  villages  had  smaller  average  expendittnes  for 
services  of  physicians  and  dentists  and  larger  outlays  for  mechcines 
and  drugs  and  for  health  and  accident  mstn^ance  'fig.  4).  The  per- 
centage of  families  liavmg  outlays  for  physicians'  care  was  uniformly 
lower  in  the  cities  than  m  the  villages.  There  was  a  similar  difference 
between  the  two  groups  of  conmiimities  m  the  percentages  having 


B      '2 


i 

i 

$ 
$ 


■  SMALL  CITIES 
M  VILLAGES 
B  FARMS 


i^  m .  Ill :  Im- 


1 


PHYSICIANS,  DENTISTS  MEDIC'NES.        HOSPITAL  CARE, 

OTHER    SPECIALISTS,  DRUGS,  APPLIANCES        NURSING 

AND     CLINIC     VISITS  AND    SUPPLIES  SERVICE 

FiGUEE  4. — Averase  expenditures  for  si-^eeitied  items 
in  the  income  class  Sl,000-!>1.249.  Zvlfddle  Atla-tie 
citv  and  villa£;e  analvsis  units  and  Pennsvlvania-Oi 


HEALTH    AND 
ACCIDENT 

INSURAN'Ce 


OCULISTS 

AND 

EYEGLASSES 


of  medical  care,  families 
and  North  Central  small- 
lio  farm  section.  1935-36. 


the  services  of  dentists  and  of  octihsts  and  the  percentage  bnying  eye- 
glasses. Families  inctirrmg  expenditures  for  dental  services  had  lower 
average  otitlays  m  the  cities  than  m  the  villages,  but  the  average  spent 
for  physicians'  and  oculists'  ser^nces  were  faniy  similar. 

Expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  on  the  other  hand,  were 
more  common  among  the  smah-city  than  among  the  vihage  famihes 
and  the  average  amotmt  spent  by  these  families  was  consistently 
greater.  At  most  hicome  levels  the  proportion  of  families  paymg  for 
health  and  accident  mstirance  was  somewhat  Ihgher  than  m  villages. 
City  famihes  spendmg  for  such  insurance  had  considerably  gi'eater 
average  outlays. 

The  outstanding  dilierences  between  the  families  of  the  smaU  cities 
in  this  region  and  those  m  the  three  other  regions  were  m  the  ex- 
penditiu'es  for  physicians'  and  dentists'  ser^uces.  for  health  and  acci- 
dent insiu'ance.  and  for  medicmes  and  drugs.  Families  spendmg  for 
physicians'  care  had  lower  outlays  than  in  the  other  sections  at  most 
income  levels.  The  same  was  true  of  the  average  expenditures  of 
families  having  the  services  of  dentists.  The  percentage  ptnchasing 
medicines  and  drugs,  as  weh  as  the  average  amotmts  spent,  was  com- 
paratively low.  Although  the  percentage  of  families  paying  for  health 
and  accident  mstirance  was  not  so  hidi  as  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  the 
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average  amount  spent  for  this  purpose  was  generally  higher  than  in  the 
other  regions. 

Plains  and  Mountain  Region 

The  average  outlays  of  families  spending  for  the  various  items  of 
medical  care  generally  had  a  middle  rank  in  the  villages  of  the  Plains 
and  Mountain  region.  Both  lower  and  higher  expenditures  were  found 
in  other  regions.  There  was,  however,  a  fairly  clear  distinction  be- 
tween these  villages  and  the  others  in  the  proportion  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  certain  items  of  medical  care.  For  example,  the 
relative  number  spending  for  hospital  care  and  for  the  services  of  a 
private  nurse  were  comparatively  high.  In  the  central  part  of  the 
incom.e  range,  the  percentage  of  families  buying  medicines  and  drugs 
was  higher  than  in  other  sections  with  the  exception  of  the  Southeast. 
Although  relatively  fewer  families  in  these  villages  reported  paid  serv- 
ices of  physicians,  a  comparatively  high  percentage  had  expenditures 
for  special  practitioners.  This  difference,  however,  may  not  be  a 
true  regional  difference  but  rather  a  question  of  the  classification  of 
special  practitioners.  Thus,  in  these  villages,  it  is  possible  that  a 
physician  who  has  specialized,  as  an  obstetrician  or  a  throat  specialist, 
also  carries  on  a  general  practice.  Some  families,  therefore,  may  have 
considered  outlays  for  a  confinement  case  as  fees  for  an  obstetrician 
or  special  practitioner;  others  may  have  reported  such  expenditures 
merely  as  outlays  to  the  family  doctor,  whether  or  not  he  had  spe- 
cialized as  an  obstetrician  (table  35). 

In  the  small  cities  of  the  Plains  and  Mountain  region,  the  percentage 
of  families  spending  for  hospital  room  or  bed  was,  as  in  the  villages, 
relatively  high  compared  with  the  small  cities  in  other  regions.  The 
relative  number  having  outlays  for  physicians'  services  and  their 
average  expenditures  for  such  services  were  comparatively  high  (table 
37).  Families  purchasing  eyeglasses  were  relatively  more  numerous 
in  the  Plains  and  Mountain  small  cities  than  in  other  regions.  More- 
over, average  expenditures  by  these  families  were  comparatively  high. 
The  percentage  of  families  spending  for  oculists'  services  was  high 
compared  with  the  proportion  in  eastern  regions,  but  slightly  lower 
than  on  the  Pacific  Coast.  Likewise,  average  expenditures  of  families 
spending  for  such  services  were  exceeded  by  average  outlays  of  Pacific 
families,  but  there  was  no  marked  difference  from  those  of  families  in 
the  eastern  regions. 

Pacific  Region 

Average  expenditures  for  medical  care  were  comparatively  high  in 
the  villages  of  the  Pacific  region.  In  the  middle  of  the  income  distri- 
bution the  average,  ranging  from  $46  in  the  class  $750-$999  to  $99  in 
the  class  $1,750-$!, 999,  was  above  the  corresponding  average  in  any 
other  region.  Expenditures  for  the  services  of  physicians  and  dentists, 
which  account  for  a  large  proportion  of  the  total,  were  generally  greater 
in  these  villages  than  in  others  studied.  Moreover,  the  average  out- 
lays for  certain  other  items,  namely,  medicines  and  drugs,  eyeglasses, 
and  health  and  accident  insurance,  were  also  relatively  high  (table  35). 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  proportion  of  families  having  expenditures 
for  physicians'  services  was  generally  lower  than  in  all  regions  except 
the  Plains  and  Mountain,  the  average  outlay  of  all  families  was  greater 
than  in  any  other  region  in  the  income  range  above  $1,000.     Families 
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spending  for  such  services  ranked  bigliest  in  average  outlays  compared 
to  other  parts  of  the  country.  In  the  class  $1,250-$1,499,  this  average 
amounted  to  $42,  while  in  the  other  regions  it  was  $31  or  less  in  all 
classes  below  $2,500. 

Except  in  the  lowest  income  classes  families  spending  for  the  services 
of  dentists  also  had  average  outlays  greater  than  in  other  regions. 
Aloreover.  the  proportion  of  families  spending  for  dental  care  was 
comparatively  high.  Thus,  in  the  class  $1,500-S1,749,  60  percent  of 
the  families  had  such  expenditures  and  their  outlays  averaged  $24, 
while  the  corresponding  groups  in  other  regions  spent  an  average  of 
less  than  $18. 

While  these  village  families  did  not  differ  markedly  from  those  in 
other  regions  in  the  proportion  having  outlays  for  oculists'  services 
and  the  average  amount  spent,  both  the  percentage  of  families  buying 
eyeglasses  and  their  average  expenditures  tended  to  be  high.  About 
one  out  of  five  families  ^vith  incomes  in  the  range  $750-$999  purchased 
glasses  at  an  average  cost  of  $13.  In  other  regions  no  more  than  15 
percent  of  the  families  bought  them  and.  except  in  New  England,  out- 
lays of  those  spending  averaged  less  than  in  the  Pacific  region. 

The  average  spent  for  medicines  and  drugs  was  generally  higher  than 
in  the  three  northern  sections;  in  the  income  classes  under  $1,500, 
families  making  such  purchases  spent  amounts  that  averaged  more 
than  similar  groups  in  the  Southeast  but  in  the  higher  income  classes, 
somewhat  less.  The  proportion  of  families  paying  for  health  and 
accident  insurance  was  relatively  high,  and  the  average  amoimt  such 
families  spent  tended  to  be  greater  than  hi  the  other  regions  with  the 
exception  of  the  Southeast  (table  35). 

In  the  upper  part  of  the  income  range  the  expenditures  of  ah  village 
families  in  this  region  for  medical  care  tended  to  be  above  those  of 
smaU-city  families.  In  the  classes  above  $1,250.  the  average  outlay  for 
physicians'  services  was  substantially  greater  in  the  villages  than  in  the 
small  cities.  On  the  other  hand,  village  families  tended  to  have  lower 
outlays  for  dentists'  and  ocifiists'  services,  for  hospital  care,  and  for 
health  and  accident  insurance. 

The  differences  in  the  composition  of  medical  care  expenditures  of  the 
families  of  the  smah  cities  compared  with  those  of  the  villages  in  this 
region  or  with  those  of  small  cities  in  other  regions  appear  to  be  associ- 
ated to  some  extent  with  the  use  of  health  and  accident  insurance. 
Relatively  more  families  paid  for  medical  service  in  the  form  of  insur- 
ance and  fewer  had  direct  outlays  for  physicians'  care. 

In  the  Pacific  smaU  cities,  families  having  physicians'  services  spent 
amoimts  similar  to  those  in  the  Plains  and  Mountain  region  but  more 
than  those  in  the  North  Central  and  Southeast  regions.  The  average 
outlays  of  families  spending  for  dental  care  were  greater  than  in  the 
other  three  regions.  The  percentage  of  families  purchasing  dentists' 
services  was  also  comparatively  high  (table  37). 

Southeast  Region 

Medical  care  expenditures  appeared  to  uicrease  more  rapidly  with 
income  in  the  Southeast  than  in  the  other  regions.  Thus,  in  the  vil- 
lages the  average  outlays  for  ah  medical  care  were  comparatively  low 
in  the  income  classes  under  $2,000  while  in  the  higher  classes  they 
approached  or  exceeded  the  level  of  the  Pacific  region.  Although  in 
some  of  the  separate  subclasses  of  medical  care  there  was  a  siaiilar 
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change  in  the  ranking  of  the  Southeast  along  the  income  scale,  certain 
differences  persisted  throughout  all  income  classes  (table  35). 

Both  in  the  small  cities  and  in  the  villages  the  percentage  of  families 
spending  for  physicians'  services  tended  to  be  higher  than  in  other  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  but  the  average  amounts  spent  by  such  families 
were  relatively  low.  Village  families  at  all  income  levels  tended  to 
spend  less  for  this  purpose  than  in  other  regions  with  the  exception  of 
New  England.  SmaU-city  families  in  the  higher  mcome  classes  spent 
more  than  those  in  the  North  Central  region  but  less  than  those  in  the 
other  two  regions. 

The  percentage  of  families  spending  for  dental  care  was  consistently 
low.  In  the  income  class  $1,000-$1,249,  for  example,  the  proportion 
was  35  percent  in  the  smaU  cities  and  38  percent  in  the  villages.  In 
other  localities,  wdth  one  exception,  the  proportion  was  above  45  per- 
cent (table  37).  The  average  amounts  spent  by  village  families  hav- 
ing dental  services  were  uniformly  low  by  comparison  with  such 
communities  in  other  regions.  In  the  smaU  cities  the  average  changed 
in  relative  position  with  income,  from  the  lowest  to  a  comparatively 
high  rank. 

At  all  income  levels  in  the  villages  and  in  the  lower  income  classes 
in  the  small  cities  the  relative  number  of  families  buying  eyeglasses 
was  smaller  than  in  other  regions.  There  was  no  clear  tendency  for 
the  proportion  having  the  services  of  oculists  to  be  correspondingly 
low.  Village  families  spending  for  oculists'  services  tended  to  have 
comparatively  high  average  outlays.  Those  purchasing  eyeglasses 
did  not,  however,  spend  more  than  similar  groups  elsewhere. 

Both  in  the  percentage  of  families  buying  medicines  and  drugs 
and  the  average  amounts  spent  by  aU  fanailies,  the  Southeast  region 
generally  ranked  above  all  the  others.  In  the  smaU  cities,  as  well  as 
in  the  villages,  the  proportion  with  such  expenditures  was  above  90 
percent,  while  in  other  regions  it  was  smaller  at  practically  aU  income 
levels  (table  39).  The  average  amount  spent  by  both  city  and 
village  families  making  such  outlays  was  nearly  $20  in  the  class 
$1,750-$1,999  while  in  other  regions  only  families  in  the  highest 
income  classes  averaged  as  much. 

The  percentage  of  village  families  spending  for  health  and  accident 
insurance  was  relatively  low;  only  in  New  England  villages  was  this 
type  of  payment  for  medical  service  less  prevalent.  Southeast  village 
families  paying  for  such  insurance  had  higher  average  outlays  than 
those  in  other  regions,  but  among  the  small-city  families  the  average 
spent  was  comparatively  low. 

Farm  Operators'  Families 

New  England  Region 

The  families  of  farm  operators  in  the  Vermont  dairy  section,  like  the 
village  families  in  New  England,  had  comparatively  low  expenditures 
for  medical  care.  Although  the  proportion  of  families  having  expendi- 
tures was  generally  high,  average  total  outlays  tended  to  be  lower 
than  in  any  other  section  except  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  counties  and 
those  in  the  Southeast.  The  average  amount  spent  for  each  of  the 
separate  items  of  medical  care  was  generally  moderate  or  low  by 
comparison  with  most  of  the  other  farming  sections  surveyed  (table  35). 
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The  percentage  of  Vermont  families  spending  for  physicians' 
services  was  higher  than  in  the  majority  of  other  sections,  but  the 
average  outlays  of  such  families  were  relatively  low.  It  was  only  in 
the  Georgia-Mississippi  section,  and  in  the  self-sufficing  counties  of 
North  Carolina  that  families  having  physicians'  care  tended  to  have 
average  expenditures  as  low  or  lower.  The  proportion  of  families 
incurring  expenditures  for  dental  services  was  generaUy  lower  in  the 
Vermont  counties  than  in  the  farm  sections  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
and  North  Central  region  and  those  farther  west;  the  average  amount 
spent  tended  to  be  low,  also.  In  all  farm  sections,  except  those  of 
New  England  and  the  Southeast,  families  spending  for  dental  care  had 
outlays  averaging  more  than  $12  at  almost  all  income  levels;  in  Ver- 
mont averages  were  less  than  that  amount  in  all  income  classes 
under  $1,750. 

Both  the  number  of  families  spending  for  ocuUsts'  services  and  the 
number  purchasing  eyeglasses  were  relatively  small  in  the  Vermont 
section.  Families  buying  eyeglasses,  however,  had  rather  high 
average  outlays  in  comparison  with  other  sections.  The  percentage  of 
famihes  purchasing  health  and  accident  insurance  was  fairly  large, 
but  their  average  expenddtures  for  this  type  of  protection  were 
relatively  low. 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  Region 

Among  the  families  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  section,  expenditures 
for  most  of  the  items  of  medical  care  were  moderate  or  low;  those  for 
one  item,  medicines  and  drugs,  were  unusually  smaU.  Since  the  aver- 
age for  no  item  tended  to  be  high,  average  total  outlays  for  mecUcal 
care  were  below  those  for  famihes  at  comparable  income  levels  in  most 
of  the  other  sections.  Famihes  spending  for  physicians'  services 
tended  to  have  comparatively  low  average  outlays ;  but  the  proportion 
of  families  having  such  expenditures  was  generally  high,  being  ex- 
ceeded only  among  the  families  in  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
section.  At  the  income  level  $1,000-$  1,249,  76  percent  of  the  families 
in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  section  had  physicians'  care  compared  with 
81  percent  in  the  Southeast  tobacco  section,  74  percent  in  Vermont, 
and  from  46  to  72  percent  elsewhere.  Both  the  percentage  of  families 
buying  medicines  and  drugs  and  the  average  amounts  spent  by  these 
families  were  lower  than  elsewhere.  Average  expenditures  were  less 
than  $6  in  nearly  all  income  classes,  while  in  other  sections  the  families, 
even  in  the  lowest  income  classes,  tended  to  spend  more  than  that 
amount.  The  Pennsylvania-Ohio  section  was  also  characterized  by  a 
comparatively  low  percentage  of  families  having  health  and  accident 
insurance. 

The  New  Jersey  section,  to  the  east  of  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
section,  resembled  it  in  that  the  percentage  of  famihes  having  expendi- 
tures for  physicians'  services  was  high  and  the  average  amount  spent 
fairly  low.  The  proportion  of  families  having  certain  other  items  of 
medical  service — namely,  special  practitioners,  dentists,  hospital  care, 
and  nursing  service — tended  to  be  relatively  small.  In  contrast,  the 
proportion  of  families  having  the  services  of  oculists  was  rather  high 
and  the  number  purchasing  eyeglasses  was  generally  greater  than  in 
any  other  farm  unit.  Payments  for  health  and  accident  insurance 
also  were  more  frequent  than  in  most  of  the  other  sections  surveyed. 
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In  the  Michigan- Wisconsin  counties,  average  outlays  for  all  medical 
care  were  generally  higher  than  in  the  other  sections  in  the  New 
England  and  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  regions,  princi- 
pally because  of  the  large  average  amounts  spent  for  services  of 
dentists,  of  specialists  other  than  physicians,  and  for  hospital  care. 
Both  the  percentage  of  families  spending  for  dental  care  and  the 
average  expenditures  of  such  families  were  generally  higher  than  in  other 
sections  except  those  on  the  Pacific  Coast.  Thus,  in  the  income  class 
$1,000-$  1,249,  55  percent  of  the  families  had  some  expenditure  for 
dentists'  services,  compared  with  55  percent  in  California,  58  percent 
in  Washington  and  Oregon,  and  from  29  to  49  percent  in  the  other  full- 
time  operator  farm  sections.  The  average  outlays  of  these  families, 
$17,  were  exceeded  in  only  two  of  these  other  sections. 

The  percentage  of  families  having  the  services  of  physicians  in 
these  Michigan- Wisconsin  counties  was  somewhat  lower  than  in  the 
other  sections  of  this  and  the  New  England  region ;  but  such  families 
had  fairly  high  outlays,  particularly  in  the  lower  income  classes.  The 
relative  number  of  families  spending  for  the  services  of  special  prac- 
titioners tended  to  be  higher  than  in  most  other  sections  surveyed; 
only  in  the  North  Dakota-Kansas  section  was  use  of  such  services 
more  prevalent.  In  the  income  class  $1,250-$  1,499,  for  example,  12 
percent  of  the  Michigan- Wisconsin  group  had  specialists'  care,  and 
fewer  than  10  percent  in  each  of  the  other  sections  except  the  North 
Dakota-Kansas  and  Georgia-Mississippi  counties.  Average  expendi- 
tures of  these  families  tended  to  be  intermediate  in  rank  among  the 
sections;  the  average  was  somewhat  lower  in  the  three  sections  east 
of  this  one  and  generally  higher  in  those  farther  west  and  in  the  South- 
east. Although  the  percentage  of  families  having  expenditures  for 
hospital  care  was  not  unusually  high  compared  to  that  in  other  farm 
sections,  their  average  outlays  for  hospitalization  were  relatively 
large.  For  example,  in  the  $1,250-$  1,499  income  class,  expenditures 
for  Michigan- Wisconsin  farm  families  having  hospital  care  averaged 
$81;  in  other  sections  (except  self-sufficing  counties  of  North  Caro- 
lina) such  outlays  at  the  same  income  level  ranged  from  an  average 
of  $45  in  Pennsylvania-Ohio  to  $68  in  Vermont.  The  figures  given 
below  for  the  income  class  $1,250-$  1,499  illustrate  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  these  Michigan- Wisconsin  families  to  families  studied  in 
selected  farm  sections: 

Expenditures  for  hospital  care  i 

Average  per 

Percentage  of  family  having 

families  having  such  expendi- 
Farm  section:                                                                                     ««c/i  expenditures  tures 

Vermont 6.8  $68 

Michigan- Wisconsin 11.8  81 

North  Dakota-Kansas 15.7  60 

Cahfornia 11.8  52 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina 13.  5  57 

1  Data  for  other  farm  sections  are  shown  in  table  35. 

Families  in  the  Illinois-Iowa  farm  section  had  an  intermediate  rank 
among  families  of  other  sections  at  comparable  income  levels  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  average  outlays  for  most  of  the  items  of  medical 
care  but  also  to  the  frequency  with  which  such  outlays  were  made. 
The  average  outlays  of  families  spending  for  services  of  special  practi- 
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tioners  were  relatively  high  compared  to  most  of  the  other  sections, 
but  the  proportion  of  families  using  such  services  was  moderately 
low.  One  item  of  expenditure  tended  to  be  low  in  this  section,  namely, 
that  for  eyeglasses. 

Plains  and  Mountain  Region 

Total  outlays  for  medical  care  were  comparatively  high  in  the 
North  Dakota-Kansas  farm  section  of  the  Plains  and  Mountain 
region.  Although  average  expenditures  by  families  in  the  California 
counties  were  somewhat  larger,  outlays  by  families  in  all  other  sec- 
tions were  generally  smaller  at  comparable  income  levels.  Relatively 
more  of  these  North  Dakota-Kansas  farm  families  had  expenditures 
for  hospital  room  or  bed  and  private  nursing  service  than  those  in 
most  of  the  other  sections,  although  average  outlays  tended  to  be 
intermediate  in  rank.  Medicines  and  drugs  were  purchased  by  a 
comparatively  large  proportion  of  families  and  average  expenditures 
for  such  supplies  also  tended  to  be  high.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
relative  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  health  and  acci- 
dent insurance  tended  to  have  an  intermediate  rank ;  average  outlays, 
however,  were  not  unusually  small.  The  percentage  of  families  having 
paid  services  of  special  practitioners  was  high  compared  with  the  pro- 
portion in  other  farm  sections ;  while,  conversely,  the  relative  number 
having  expenditures  for  physicians'  services  was  comparatively  low. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  families  could  not  always  distinguish 
between  a  specialist  and  a  general  practitioner,  particularly  if  the 
local  physician  practiced  both  surgery  and  general  medicine.  (See 
Methodology,  Medical  Care  Data.)  Hence,  the  families  in  the 
North  Dakota-Kansas  section  may  not  have  differed  greatly  from 
those  elsewhere  with  respect  to  the  medical  services  actually  received 
or  the  degree  of  specialization  of  the  members  of  the  medical  profession 
serving  them. 

Families  in  the  cattle-range  section  in  South  Dakota,  Montana, 
and  Colorado  also  tended  to  spend  relatively  large  average  amounts 
for  medical  care.  At  most  income  levels  average  outlays  by  families 
spending  for  medical  care  were  exceeded  only  by  those  in  the  North 
Dakota-Kansas  counties  and  on  the  Pacific  Coast.  The  proportion  of 
families  spending  for  physicians'  services  was  lower  than  in  any  other 
region — a  fact  perhaps  related  to  the  distance  of  many  ranches  from 
communities  where  such  services  were  available.  In  income  classes 
above  $750,  a  comparatively  large  proportion  of  these  families  had 
expenditures  for  hospital  care  and  private  nursing  service.  Average 
outlays  by  families  purchasing  health  and  accident  insurance  were 
generally  greater  than  in  any  other  farm  section. 

Pacific  Region 

The  medical  care  expenditures  of  families  in  California — one  of 
the  two  farm  sections  surveyed  in  the  Pacific  region — showed  more 
tendency  to  differ  from  those  of  farm  families  elsewhere  than  did 
expenditures  of  the  Washington-Oregon  group.  Although  the  per- 
centage of  families  in  the  California  counties  having  expenditures  for 
physicians'  services  was  not  exceptionally  high,  average  amounts 
spent  by  these  families  were  generally  larger  than  in  other  farm  sec- 
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tions.  For  example,  in  the  income  class  $1,250-$  1,499,  expenditures 
for  families  having  physicians'  care  averaged  $60  in  the  California 
farm  counties;  $42  in  South  Dakota,  Montana,  and  Colorado;  $24  in 
Pennsylvania  and  Ohio;  and  $19  in  New  Jersey.  Both  the  percentage 
of  families  having  dental  care  and  the  average  amounts  spent  were 
greater  than  in  many  other  sections,  expenditures  averaging  more 
than  $20  at  most  income  levels  for  the  families  having  such  care. 
In  other  regions,  the  average  was  usually  less  than  $20  except  in  the 
upper  part  of  the  income  range.  The  relative  number  of  families 
purchasing  eyeglasses  was  fairly  high  and  such  families  had  large 
average  expenditures  compared  with  other  sections.  Purchases  of 
medicines  and  drugs  were  made  by  a  greater  proportion  of  the  families 
in  California  than  in  any  other  section  except  in  the  Southeast;  out- 
lays also  were  comparatively  large,  as  is  shown  by  the  following  data 
for  families  at  the  income  level  $1,250-$  1,499  in  selected  farm  sections: 

Average  expenditures  per  family  having 
expenditures  for  i — 


Physicians'  Dentists'  Medicines 

Farm  section:                                                                                 services  services  and  drugs 

Vermont $21  $10  $9 

Michigan- Wisconsin 24  18  7 

North  Dakota- Kansas 24  18  11 

California 60  27  16 

North  CaroKna-South  CaroKna 25  10  16 

1  Data  for  other  farm  sections  may  be  obtained  from  table  35. 

In  the  Washington-Oregon  section,  the  percentage  of  families  hav- 
ing physicians'  care  was  generally  lower  than  in  most  other  sections, 
but  the  average  expenditures  of  such  families  were  fairly  high.  As  in 
California,  the  relative  number  of  families  having  dental  care  was 
greater  than  in  most  other  sections,  and  average  expenditures  by 
these  families  were  comparatively  large.  The  Washington-Oregon 
farm  section  also  tended  to  rank  high  both  in  the  proportion  of  families 
purchasing  eyeglasses  and  the  average  amounts  spent ^ 

Medical  care  expenditures  for  families  of  part-time  farm  operators 
included  in  the  special  study  made  in  Oregon  (See  Glossary,  Part-time 
Farm)  differed  in  some  respects  from  those  of  the  full-time  group. ^ 
At  most  income  levels,  fewer  of  the  part-time  farm  families  than  of 
those  in  the  Washington-Oregon  group  of  full-time  operators  spent  for 
physicians'  services,  a  difference  which  may  be  associated  with  the 
fact  that  a  much  larger  proportion  had  health  and  accident  insurance. 
In  addition,  the  part-time  group  more  often  had  expenditures  for 
certain  other  items  of  medical  care,  as  the  following  figures  for  the 
income  class  $1,250-$  1,499  illustrate: 

Percentage  of  families 
having  expenditures 

Oregon  Washington- 

part-time      Oregon  full-time 
Item:  operators  operators 

Physician 54  64 

Dentist 76  60 

Hospital  care 11  11 

Medicines  and  drugs 81  74 

Health  and  accident  insurance 43  14 

8  The  sample  of  part-time  operators  was  drawn  from  five  counties  in  Oregon;  of  full-time  operators  from 
two  of  these  counties  and  from  one  county  in  AVashington.  The  two  samples  thus  differ  somewhat  with 
respect  to  geographic  area  covered  but  have  sufficient  similarity  to  warrant  comparisons.  For  list  of  counties 
studied,  see  table  51. 
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In  the  income  classes  above  $1,250,  the  percentage  of  famihes  having 
dental  care  was  uniformly  higher  in  the  part-time  group.  Those 
having  such  services  tended  to  spend  greater  average  amounts  than 
the  full-time  operators  in  Washington  and  Oregon  at  most  income 
levels.  Relatively  more  of  the  part-time  operators'  families  pur- 
chased eyeglasses,  but  those  buying  tended  to  spend  less  than  families 
of  full-time  operators.  The  use  of  oculists'  services  was  no  more 
frequent  in  the  part-time  than  in  the  full-time  group  except  in  the 
highest  income  classes. 

Southeast  Region 

The  medical  care  expenditures  of  families  in  the  Southeast  differed 
from  those  of  families  in  other  regions  whether  the  groups  compared 
lived  in  small  cities,  villages,  or  on  farms.  In  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  tobacco  section,  the  percentage  of  families  having  expendi- 
tures for  physicians'  services  was  relatively  high  compared  with  most 
other  farm  sections ;  the  position  of  these  families  in  relation  to  those 
in  selected  farm  sections  is  shown  below  by  data  for  the  income  class 
$1,250-$1,499: 

Percentage  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  i — 

Physicians'        Dentists'       Medicines 
Farm  section:  services  services  and  drugs 

Vermont. 76  51  78 

Michigan- Wisconsin 68  63  76 

North  Dakota-Kansas 65  54  85 

Cahfornia 55  58  88 

North  Carohna-South  Carohna 83  40  96 

1  Data  for  other  farm  sections  may  be  obtained  from  tables  37  and  39. 

The  average  outlays  of  these  families  for  physicians'  care,  however, 
were  moderately  low.  The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  dental 
care  tended  to  rank  low  among  all  the  regions.  In  the  class  $1,250- 
$1,499,  for  example,  the  proportion  in  this  tobacco  section  was  40  per- 
cent, whereas  in  the  regions  other  than  the  Southeast,  it  ranged  from  44 
to  63  percent.  Average  expenditures  by  families  purchasing  dentists' 
services  likewise  were  low  although,  at  some  income  levels,  average 
outlays  by  families  in  the  Vermont  counties  were  slightly  smaller. 

At  every  income  level,  more  than  90  percent  of  the  families  in  the 
tobacco  section  purchased  medicines  and  drugs — a  proportion  greater 
than  in  the  other  regions,  even  in  the  highest  income  classes.  Average 
outlays  also  tended  to  rank  high  among  all  farm  sections.  In  the  income 
classes  of  $1,000  or  over,  a  relatively  large  proportion  of  the  families 
in  the  two  Carolinas  had  expenditures  for  hospital  room  or  bed  and  for 
private  nursing  service.  For  example,  at  the  income  level  $1,250- 
$1,499,  the  proportion  having  hospital  care,  14  percent,  was  larger 
than  in  any  other  section  with  the  exception  of  those  in  the  Plains  and 
Mountain  region.  In  the  same  income  class,  6  percent  of  the  families 
had  expenditures  for  private  nurse — a  larger  proportion  than  else- 
where. Although  the  percentage  of  families  purchasing  health  and 
accident  insurance  tended  to  rank  low,  average  expenditures  by  these 
families  were  generally  higher  than  in  the  New  England  and  the 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  regions. 

Families  of  farm  operators  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section  with 
incomes  under  $2,000  had  relatively  low  average  expenditures  for 
medical  care,  but  at  levels  above  this  point,  their  average  outlays  were 
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comparatively  high.  Thus,  in  the  income  class  $500-$749,  outlays 
for  total  medical  care  averaged  $26  for  all  families  in  the  Georgia- 
Mississippi  farm  counties,  while  in  other  sections  exclusive  of  the 
North  Carolina  self-sufficing  counties  average  expenditures  ranged 
from  $29  to  $62.  At  the  $2,000-$2,499  level,  average  outlays  for  all 
Georgia-Mississippi  farm  families  were  $102,  an  average  exceeding 
that  in  all  sections  other  than  that  in  South  Dakota,  Montana,  and 
Colorado.  Like  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  group,  a  com- 
paratively small  proportion  of  the  families  had  expenditures  for  dental 
care  while  the  relative  number  purchasing  medicines  and  drugs  tended 
to  be  high.  Average  outlays  for  dentists'  services  were  relatively  low; 
those  for  medicines  and  drugs,  high.  The  proportion  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  physicians'  care,  though  not  so  great  as  in  the 
Carolinas,  was  generally  higher  than  the  percentages  in  both  the  Plains 
and  Mountain  and  Pacific  regions.  Expenditures  for  physicians' 
services  were  comparatively  low;  the  average  for  families  having 
outlays  was  less  than  $25  at  all  income  levels  below  $3,000. 

In  the  western  section  of  North  Carolina,  where  self-sufficing 
farms  predominate,  expenditures  for  medical  care  were  generally  the 
lowest  in  the  country.  The  outlays  for  every  item  of  medical  care 
and  the  frequency  of  such  outlays  were  uniformly  lower  than  among 
the  families  of  farm  operators  elsewhere.  In  this  section  the  propor- 
tion of  income  in  the  form  of  farm-furnished  goods  was  unusually 
large  and  the  money  income  small.  Funds  for  medical  care,  as  well 
as  for  other  items  of  family  expenditure,  were  very  limited.  More- 
over, medical  care  facilities  were  not  so  easily  available  as  in  the  other 
sections  studied.  The  proportion  of  farms  on  hard-surfaced  roads 
was  relatively  smaller  in  the  two  counties — Jackson  and  Macon — in 
this  self-sufficing  area  than  in  the  other  North  Carolina  counties 
surveyed.^ 

Medical  Care  Expenditures  as  Related  to  Family  Composition 
Classification  of  Families  by  Type 

For  the  analysis  of  the  differences  in  consumption  patterns  of 
families  of  different  composition,  the  families  were  classified  in  seven 
type  groups  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  family  members  other 
than  husband  and  wife  and  their  age — whether  they  were  under  16 
or  were  16  or  older.  The  classification  of  families  in  a  few  groups 
implies  some  variation  in  the  age  and  number  of  family  members 
within  each  group.  The  seven  types  are  described  in  figure  5;  dotted 
lines  are  used  where  variation  in  age  or  in  number  of  family  members, 
or  in  both,  is  permitted  by  definition.  (See  Glossary,  Family  Type, 
for  details  of  the  scheme  of  classification.) 

Type  classification  also  tended  to  define  within  broad  limits  the 
age  of  the  husband  and  wife,  except  in  type  1.  Families  of  this 
latter  type,  composed  of  husband  and  wife  only,  were  fairly  evenly 
distributed  over  the  entire  age  range.  For  example,  in  the  Middle 
Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages,  approximately  one-third  of  the 
husbands   were  in    each   of    the    following    age    groups:    Under  40; 

9  The  following  percentages  of  farms  were  on  concrete,  brick,  asphalt,  macadam  or  gravel  roads:  Jackson 
County,  9  percent;  Macon  County,  13  percent;  Edgecombe  County,  19  percent;  Nash  County,  23  percent. 
U.  S.  Census  of  Agriculture,  1930,  vol.  H. 
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40-59;  and  60  or  older;  the  median  age  of  husbands  was  53.  How- 
ever, in  the  Southeast  villages  husbands  in  type  1  families  were 
considerably  younger,  their  median  age  being  41  years.  Families  of 
types  2,  3,  and  6  with  one,  two,  and  three  or  four  children  under  16, 
respectively,  and  with  no  other  family  members  except  husband  and 
wife,  tended  to  be  younger  than  those  of  types  4,  5,  and  7  in  which 
there  was  the  possibility,  if  not  the  requirement,  that  there  be  sons 
or  daughters  (or  others  not  husband  or  wife)  16  or  older.  For 
example,  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages,  the 
median  age  of  husbands  in  families  of  type  2  and  type  3  was  35;  of 
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Figure  5. — ^Definitions  of  family  types:  Illustrations  of  the  definitions  of  the  seven 
types  used  in  classification  of  families.  Possible  variations  in  the  number  and 
age  class  of  persons  other  than  husband  and  wife  are  indicated  by  dotted  lines. 

type  6,  37;  of  type  5  and  type  7,  47  and  43;  of  type  1  and  type  4,  53 
and  52  (tables  29  and  47). 

Consumption  data  were  obtained  from  families  of  all  seven  types 
in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  and  in  the  villages 
and  farm  sections  of  the  Southeast,  and  from  families  of  the  first 
five  types  only  in  other  communities.  The  tables  in  this  volume 
present  average  expenditures  and  related  information  for  each  of 
the  seven  types  in  the  small  cities  and  villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic 
and  North  Central  region  and  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  section. 
For  all  other  analysis  units,  family  types  2  and  3,  4  and  5,  6  and  7 
are  combined.  Thus,  the  most  detailed  information  on  the  medical 
care  expenditures  of  families  differing  in  composition  is  given  for  the 
small  cities,  villages,  and  one  farm  section  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
and    North  Central  region. 

Distinct  and  consistent  differences  among  the  family-type  groups 
with  respect  to  medical  care  expenditures  are  not  to  be  expected 
because  of  the  highly  variable  character  of  these  expenditures  and 
the  variations  in  the  composition  of  families  within  a  type  group. 
The  characteristics  of  the  families  included  in  a  family  type  differ 
from  one  income  level  to  another  in  the  same  analysis  unit  and 
among  the  analysis  units;  such  differences  might  have  the  effect  of 
obscuring  differences  in  outlays  for  medical  care  that  are  related  to 
family  composition.     Thus,  the  two-person,  type-1  families  at  the 
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lower  income  levels  tended  to  be  somewhat  older  than  the  more 
well-to-do  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  villages;  in  the 
income  class  $500-$749  the  median  age  of  husbands  was  61  while 
in  the  class  $1,500-$  1,749  it  was  42.  The  median  age  of  husbands 
in  type-2  families  (with  one  child  under  16)  was  36  years  at  both 
levels. ^^  It  might  be  expected  that  the  medical  needs  and  expendi- 
tures of  the  two  type  groups  would  be  more  similar  at  the  upper 
income  level  than  at  the  lower,  where  age  differences  were  greater. 

Table  29. — age  of  husband  and  wife  and  si2E  of  family:  Median  age  of 
husbands  and  of  wives,  and  average  number  of  persons  other  than  husband  and 
wife  under  16  and  16  or  older,  by  family  type,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
small-city,  village,  and  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


North  Central  small  cities 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  villages 

Pennsylvania-Ohio  farms 

Family 
type 
No. 

Median  age 
of— 

Average  per- 
sons 2  per  family 
other  than  hus- 
band and  wife 

Median  age 
of— 

Average  per- 
sons 2  per  family 
other  than  hus- 
band and  wife 

Median  age 
of— 

Average  per- 
sons 2  per  family 
other  than  hus- 
band and  wife 

Hus- 
bands 

Wives 

Under 
16 

16  or 
older 

Hus- 
bands 

Wives 

Under 
16 

16  or 
older 

Hus- 
bands 

Wives 

Under 
16 

16  or 
older 

1 

Years 
48 
36 
36 
52 
46 
36 
43 

Years 
44 
33 
34 
49 
43 
33 
40 

Number 

Number 

Years 
53 
35 
35 
52 
47 
37 
43 

Years 
50 
32 
32 
49 
44 
34 
39 

Number 

Number 

Years 
58 
40 
36 
55 
48 
36 
45 

Years 
56 
37 
35 
53 
46 
35 
42 

Number 

Number 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

i.oo 

2.00 
.27 
1.81 
3.25 
3.91 

""'U22' 
1.54 

""i."30' 

1.00 
2.00 
.28 
1.78 
3.25 
3.87 

"1.19 
1.58 

'"l."42' 

LOO 
2.00 
.26 
L79 
3.39 
3.75 

'"""L26 
L69 

""""L62 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

*  Year-equivalent  persons.    See  Glossary,  Year-equivalent  Person. 

Small-City,  Village,  and  Farm  Operators'  Families  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
and  North  Central  Region 

Total  Expenditures  for  Medical  Core 

Total  outlays  for  medical  care  did  not  differ  consistently  among  the 
various  family  types.  Although  such  expenditures  might  be  expected 
to  have  some  direct  association  with  size  of  family,  differences  between 
the  average  outlays  of  the  largest  and  smallest  famihes  were  not 
commensurate  with  the  differences  in  family  size.  In  terms  of  ex- 
penditures per  person,  the  two-member  families  of  type  1  in  cities  and 
villages  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  and  in  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  section  tended  to  rank  above  those  of  other 
types.  As  family  size  increased,  average  expenditures  per  capita 
decreased.  Thus,  the  largest  families,  those  of  types  5,  6,  and  7 
(five  to  eight  members)  ranked  low  in  average  outlays  per  person. 
For  example,  among  village  families  at  the  income  level  $1,000- 
$1,249,  average  amounts  spent  per  person  were  $25  for  the  type-1 
families,  $5  for  the  type-7  families  of  seven  or  eight  members  (tables 
30  and  49). 

10  For  median  age  of  husbands  and  age  distribution  by  family  type  and  income,  see  the  regional  reports 
on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  1,  Family  Income. 
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Table  30.- — -total  expenditures  for  medical  care:  Average  expenditures  for 
medical  care  per  family  and  per  capita,  hy  family^  type  for  selected  income  classes, 
Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  small-city,  village,  and  farm  analysis  units,^ 
1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Average  2  medical  care  expenditures  per 
family  in  income  class— 

Average  medical  care  expenditures  per 
capita  3  in  income  class— 

Family  type  No. 

$750-$999 

$1,000- 
$1,249 

$1,250- 
$1,499 

$1,500- 
$1,749 

$750-$999 

$l.oo(^ 

$1,249 

$1,250- 
$1,499 

$1,500- 
$1,749 

NORTH  CENTRAL  SMALL  CITIES 

1                  .. _. 

$42 
50 
33 
36 
38 
42 
18 

$39 
52 
49 
53 
40 
43 
54 

$77 
62 
61 
65 
57 
72 
34 

$68 
59 
57 
57 
92 
66 
21 

$20 
17 
8 
10 
7 
8 
3 

$19 
17 
12 
15 
8 
8 

$38 
21 
15 
19 
11 
13 
5 

$34 

2 

20 

3            

14 

4 

16 

5     

17 

6            

13 

7 

3 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  AND  NORTH  CENTRAL  VILLAGES 

1     

$31 
38 
35 
39 
44 
31 
34 

$50 
43 
60 
42 
48 
41 
38 

$62 
90 
54 
46 
65 
52 
50 

$59 
67 
85 
89 
51 
51 
83 

$16 

'I 

11 
8 
6 
5 

$25 
14 
15 
12 
9 
8 
5 

$30 
30 
13 
13 
12 
10 
7 

$29 

2            

22 

3 

21 

4     

25 

6 

10 

6 

10 

7        

11 

PENNSYLVANIA-OHIO  FARMS 

1            

$25 
36 
55 
34 
23 
34 
36 

$39 
36 
46 
49 
66 
45 
38 

$28 
42 
56 
43 
45 
56 
64 

$28 
40 
52 
50 
54 
45 
58 

$12 
12 
14 
10 
4 
6 
5 

$18 
12 
11 
14 
12 
9 
5 

$14 
14 
14 
12 

8 
10 

9 

$14 

2 

13 

3       

13 

4 

14 

5 

10 

6            

8 

7 

8 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Averages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  expendi- 
tures for  medical  care. 

3  Averages  are  based  on  the  total  nimiber  of  year-equivalent  persons  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether 
the  family  had  any  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

Size  of  family — the  number  of  persons  to  be  maintained — affects 
both  the  proportion  of  a  group  of  famihes  having  medical  expenditures 
of  a  given  kind  and  the  amounts  they  spend.  For  certain  items,  such 
as  medicines,  relatively  more  of  the  large  families  make  purchases; 
needs  of  more  persons  must  be  met.  But,  as  has  been  seen,  the  pres- 
sure of  the  needs  of  so  many  household  members  mav  operate  to  keep 
amounts  spent  low.  Age  and  the  family's  position  in  the  life  cycle  are 
factors  in  medical  care  outlays,  too.  Relatively  more  of  the  younger 
families  may  spend  for  pediatricians  and  obstetricians ;  relatively  more 
of  the  older,  for  services  of  oculists  and  for  hospital  care  for  the  so- 
called  maladies  of  old  age.  Two  families  wdth  similar  total  outlays 
for  medical  care  thus  may  differ  markedly  wdth  respect  to  the  manner 
of  distribution  of  their  expenditures  among  the  various  items  of  the 
category.  Differences  related  to  family  composition  may  be  seen 
somewhat  more  clearly  therefore  in  the  component  items  of  the  medi- 
cal bill  than  in  the  total  expenditures. 
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Expenditures  for  Services  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  or  Other  Special  Practitioners 

The  smallest  families,  those  of  type  1  with  husband  and  wife  only, 
tended  to  rank  below  the  other  types  with  respect  to  proportion  spend- 
ing for  the  services  of  physicians  in  the  cities,  the  villages,  and  the 
farm  counties.  Families  of  types  2,  3,  and  6  (with  one,  two,  and  three 
or  four  children  under  16,  respectively)  tended  to  ranli  above  the  older 
families  of  type  4,  many  of  which  had  no  children  of  this  age.  Families 
of  type  3  with  two  children  tended  to  outrank  those  of  type  2  with 
but  one  child,  at  comparable  income  levels;  but  the  families  of  type  6 
did  not  differ  markedly  from  those  of  type  3  though  they  had  one  or 
two  more  children.  Perhaps  the  children  in  type  6  were  a  little  older 
and  less  subject  to  some  childhood  ills;  perhaps  mothers  were  more 
experienced  in  caring  for  them.  Perhaps  need  for  economy  due  to  the 
number  of  members  helped  to  keep  the  proportion  of  these  families 
spending  for  physicians'  care  relatively  lower  than  that  of  type  3. 

The  families  of  type  7,  large  and  usually  with  three  or  more  children 
under  16,  were  too  few  in  the  cities  to  rank.  In  the  village  and  farm 
units,  a  comparatively  large  proportion  had  physicians'  care  at  most 
income  levels;  this  type  group  was  in  one  of  the  upper  ranlvs  along  with 
types  3  and  6.  Families  of  type  5  (five  or  six  members)  tended  to 
rank  below  types  6  and  7  at  the  lower  income  levels;  children  in  these 
families  probably  were  somewhat  older  than  in  those  of  type  6  (families 
of  about  the  same  size).  The  presence  of  young  children  (with  the 
consequent  lil^elihood  of  the  diseases  of  childhood)  seems,  therefore, 
to  have  been  a  factor  in  the  relative  number  of  families  of  each  type 
spending  for  physicians'  services  (table  31). 

The  average  expenditures  of  families  having  the  services  of  physi- 
cians did  not  differ  consistently  among  the  family  types.  There  was 
a  tendency  in  the  villages  for  families  of  type  6  (three  or  four  children 
under  16)  at  income  levels  below  $2,500  to  spend  less  for  such  services 
than  the  type-2  families  with  only  one  child  and,  therefore,  with 
fewer  persons  to  feed  and  clothe.  The  type-3  families,  between  types 
2  and  6  in  size,  also  tended  to  have  higher  average  outlays  than  those 
of  type  6  in  the  lower  and  intermediate  income  classes;  but  their 
position  with  respect  to  type  2  was  not  consistent,  being  higher  at 
some  levels  and  lower  at  others. 

The  large  families  of  type  7  (with  an  average  of  3.87  members  under 
16)  tended  to  spend  somewhat  higher  average  amounts  than  those 
spent  by  the  smaller  families  of  types  2,  3,  and  6.  Thus,  in  the 
villages  at  the  level  $750-$999,  the  average  outlays  by  type-7  families 
spending  for  physicians'  services  were  $24;  by  type  2,  $21;  by  type  3, 
$17;  by  type  6,  $14.  That  these  large  families  with  so  many  persons 
to  be  maintained  spent  more  than  the  smaller  families  (the  reverse  of 
the  situation  noted  with  respect  to  type  6)  maj'  have  been  related  to 
differences  in  composition.  More  of  the  husbands  and  wives  in  the 
type-7  families  were  50  or  older;  more  had  earning  sons  and  daughters 
who  may  have  found  it  important  to  spend  for  services  of  physicians 
in  order  not  to  be  absent  from  work.  In  the  farm  group,  also,  the 
families  of  type  7  that  spent  for  care  by  physicians  tended  to  have 
higher  average  outlays  than  those  of  the  other  type  groups  with 
comparable  incomes.  For  example,  at  the  level  $1,500-$  1,749,  the 
average  outlays  of  these  type-7  families  were  $26,  compared  with  $14 
for  type-2,  $19  for  type-3,  and  $17  for  type-6  famihes. 
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Table  31. — selected  items  of  medical  care,  by  family  type:  Percentage  i  of 
families  having  expenditures  for  specified  items  of  medical  care,  hy  family  type  for 
selected  income  classes,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  small-city,  village,  and 
farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Family  type 
No. 


North  Central  small-city 
families  in  income  class — 


$750- 
$999 


$1,  000- 
$1,249 


$1,  250- 
$1,499 


$1,  500- 
$1,749 


Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central  village  families  in 
income  class— 


$750- 
$999 


I  $1,000- 
$1,249 


$1,  250- $1,  500 
$1, 499    $1,749 


Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm 
families  in  income  class — 


$750-  i$l,000 
$999      $1,249 


$1,  250- 
$1,499 


$1,500- 
$1,749 


1 

2 


3 

4 

5 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


43.7 
43.7 
38.3 
41.4 
41.5 
47.6 
60.0 


0.8 
3.4 
3.3 
2.9 
2.4 
.0 
.0 


2.5 
12.6 
11.7 
.0 
2.4 
.0 
.0 


6.7 
17.2 
10.0 
4.3 
4.9 
.0 
.0 


9.2 
12.6 
8.3 
15.7 
14.6 
.0 
.0 


PHYSICIAN 


55.5 

54.7 

56.7 

50.0 

64.0 

73.7 

68.0 

71.4 

69.0 

72.0 

68.1 

77.0 

75.0 

69.4 

82.1 

72.6 

72.3 

87.0 

76.1 

84.4 

76.7 

79.4 

80.0 

80.9 

80.9 

67.9 

85.0 

80.2 

79.2 

76.3 

88.9 

77.5 

81.5 

65.7 

66.7 

69.0 

80.2 

73.8 

68.1 

74.7 

79.0 

71.9 

69.5 

69.7 

65.9 

6L5 

72.3 

81.2 

70.6 

77.8 

74.4 

7L1 

50.0 

78.1 

84.8 

81.0 

71.0 

84.0 

94.4 

77.3 

80.8 

83.0 

55.6 

88.9 

86.5 

90.6 

40.0 

64.3 

75.0 

71.4 

80.0 

82.6 

80.0 

77.8 

89.3 

81.8 

88.9 

DENTIST 


35.0 

47.1 

55.0 

31.7 

44.5 

46.0 

52.4 

32.2 

28.0 

34.0 

57.6 

60.0 

50.7 

47.8 

50.5 

67.5 

60.9 

53.1 

62.8 

52.9 

45.6 

48.5 

60.4 

47.5 

59.3 

55.6 

65.8 

44.4 

50.0 

64.8 

47.3 

51.2 

57.0 

47.6 

45.1 

46.2 

61.3 

53.1 

47.5 

42.1 

57.7 

42.6 

56.2 

51.0 

57.1 

58.1 

57.9 

36.7 

50.0 

42.4 

54.8 

68.0 

55.6 

59.1 

63.5 

52.8 

66.7 

58.3 

56.8 

53.1 

14.3 

58.3 

42.9 

45.0 

39.1 

52.0 

38.9 

50.0 

5L5 

63.9 

OCULIST 


6.8 

5.8 

7.5 

5.6 

5.8 

5.0 

4.8 

4.6 

6.0 

4.3 

7.6 

7.1 

6.0 

3.5 

2.0 

13.0 

13.0 

3.1 

7.0 

.0 

5.9 

4.4 

5.7 

3.8 

3.5 

2.8 

5.3 

7.4 

5.0 

11.1 

3.2 

2.4 

.0 

3.9 

2.7 

5.5 

4.8 

4.7 

3.4 

7.9 

5.8 

2.1 

9.4 

5.9 

6.3 

7.0 

2.6 

10.0 

9.4 

3.0 

9.7 

4.0 

5.6 

.0 

5.8 

5.7 

.0 

2.8 

5.4 

6.2 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

5.0 

4.3 

8.0 

16.7 

3.6 

3.0 

8.3 

SURGEON  OR  OTHER  SPECIAL  PRACTITIONER 


5.1 

6.7 

6.2 

3.7 

5.1 

9.0 

9.5 

2.3 

10.0 

6.4 

9.8 

12.9 

13.4 

4.4 

7.9 

16.9 

10.9 

.0 

4.7 

5.9 

13.2 

17.6 

1L3 

6.2 

7.0 

6.9 

7.9 

7.4 

10.0 

16.7 

8.6 

8.3 

7.0 

4.9 

3.5 

LI 

9.7 

4.7 

6.8 

5.3 

5.8 

2.1 

12.5 

2.0 

7.9 

7.0 

10.5 

.0 

18.8 

3.0 

9.7 

24.0 

22.2 

4.5 

3.8 

7.5 

16.7 

.0 

8.1 

12.5 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

5.0 

.0 

4.0 

.0 

10.7 

6.1 

13.9 

HOSPITAL  ROOM  OR  BED 


6.0 

13.5 

8.8 

3.7 

10.9 

16.0 

7.9 

2.3 

8.0 

0.0 

12.0 

10.6 

n.9 

4.4 

7.9 

16.9 

15.2 

3.1 

2.3 

1L8 

14.7 

11.8 

26.4 

7.5 

14.0 

13.9 

18.4 

3.7 

7.5 

13.0 

8.6 

9.5 

5.8 

4.9 

8.0 

4.4 

12.9 

L6 

6.8 

2.6 

17.3 

14.9 

15.6 

5.9 

11.1 

11.6 

5.3 

.0 

18.8 

12.1 

9.7 

12.0 

16.7 

4.5 

L9 

1L3 

11.1 

2.8 

2.7 

15.6 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.3 

4.0 

16.7 

10.7 

6.1 

16.7 

EYEGLASSES 


12.8 

18.3 

23.8 

17.4 

17.5 

2L0 

20.6 

5.7 

20.0 

23.4 

17.4 

16.5 

23.9 

12.4 

16.8 

14.3 

2L7 

28.1 

9.3 

n.8 

14.7 

4.4 

17.0 

1L2 

9.3 

20.8 

26.3 

11.1 

27.5 

13.0 

24.7 

17.9 

22.1 

16.5 

21.2 

30.8 

27.4 

2.3.4 

23.7 

30.3 

23.1 

14.9 

15.6 

9.8 

19.0 

20.9 

36.8 

16.7 

3L2 

2L2 

12.9 

16.0 

27.8 

11.4 

17.3 

20.8 

16.7 

8.3 

13.5 

9.4 

21.4 

33.3 

14.3 

5.0 

17.4 

20.0 

33.3 

21.4 

18.2 

27.8 

78.4 
93.5 
77.3 
90.5 
83.8 
83.3 


34.8 
70.3 
58.1 
54.5 
57.1 
59.4 
63.3 


8.7 
2.7 
.0 
6.8 
4.8 
5.4 
20.0 


2.2 
10.8 
22.6 

4.5 
19.0 
10.8 
13.3 


0.0 
8.1 
6.5 
2.3 
14.3 
10.8 
10.0 


2L7 
13.5 
19.4 
38.6 
28.6 
10.8 
30.0 


1  Percentages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class,  regardless  of  whether  they  had  any  exi)endi- 
tures  for  medical  care. 

2  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 
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In  the  small  cities  and  villages,  services  of  special  practitioners  were 
used  by  a  larger  proportion  of  the  younger  families  of  types  2  and  3 
(with  one  and  two  children  under  16)  than  of  t>pe  1  (with  no  children) 
and  types  4  and  5  (with  a  higher  average  number  of  members  16  or 
older)  at  most  income  levels.  However,  the  rankings  of  the  type 
groups  were  not  always  consistent.  In  the  farm  section,  families  of 
type  7  were  in  the  upper  ranks  at  most  income  levels;  families  of  type  3 
also  ranked  high  in  classes  below  $1,750.  Among  families  of  type  1, 
with  only  two  adults,  and  those  of  type  4,  with  at  least  one  person  16 
or  older  in  addition  to  husband  and  wife,  the  percentage  having 
expenditures  for  the  services  of  special  practitioners  tended  to  be 
comparatively  low  in  the  farm  section  as  well  as  in  the  cities  and 
villages. 

Expenditures  for   Hospital   Care 

The  relative  number  of  city  and  village  families  having  expenditures 
for  hospital  room  or  bed  tended  to  be  high  among  families  of  types  2 
and  3  (with  one  or  two  children  under  16)  and  of  type  5.  In  the  farm 
section,  the  high-ranking  types  usually  were  3,  5,  and  7.  The  com- 
paratively high  position  of  families  of  type  3  with  respect  to  hospitali- 
zation expenditures  may  be  due  in  part  to  the  comparative  frequency 
of  cases  of  childbirth;  wives  were  in  their  thirties  and  families  were  at 
the  stage  of  the  life  cycle  when  they  tend  to  increase  the  number  of 
their  members.  But  need  for  hospitalization  may  result  from  serious 
iUnesses  of  many  other  kinds  (table  31). 

Of  the  families  having  expenditures  for  hospitalization,  those  of  the 
older  type  groups  showed  some  tendency  to  have  longer  periods  of 
such  care  than  the  younger.  For  example,  the  average  number  of 
days  of  such  care  was  often  greater  for  families  of  types  4  and  5  than 
for  families  of  types  2,  3,  and  6  (the  younger  groups)  at  comparable 
income  levels  in  the  small  cities.  But  this  generalization  does  not 
hold  consistently;  families  of  type  1,  older  than  type  5,  ranked  below 
the  latter  group  at  income  levels  of  $2,000  or  more  although  the 
reverse  was  true  below  that  point.  Families  of  type  5,  however,  had 
almost  three  times  as  many  members  to  be  cared  for  as  type  1 — a  fact 
that  must  have  had  some  relation  to  the  number  of  cases  of  serious 
illness.  In  the  villages  and  farm  counties,  families  of  type  4  tended  to 
rank  high.  The  differences  which  are  suggested  throughout  the  in- 
come distribution  are  also  evident  in  the  following  figures  for  families 
in  all  income  classes  combined: 

Average  number  of  days  of  hospitalization 
of  families  in  — 

Middle  Atlantic  Pennsylvania - 

North  Central  and  North  Ohio  farm 

Family  type:                                                                     small  cities  Central  villages'^  counties^ 

All 11.97  12.58  11.23 

1 12.43  10.67  11.40 

2 11.01  11.36  13.33 

3 9.95  11.62  5.80 

4 14.08  18.71  16.16 

5 15.44  11.58  10  86 

6 6.23  11.10  11.91 

7 9.14  15.40  10.00 

1  Data  for  each  income  level  are  given  in  table  45. 

There  was  some  tendency  for  the  expenditures  of  city  and  village 
families  having  hospital  care  to  be  relatively  high  for  types  1  and  4,  the 
older  families  with  two  to  four  members.     With  fewer  persons  to  be 
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maintained  than  in  families  of  type  5  and  type  7  (the  other  groups  in 
which  median  age  of  husband  was  more  than  40),  families  of  type  1  and 
type  4  could  afford  to  pay  for  more  expensive  types  of  service;  the 
average  number  of  days  of  care  tended  to  be  high  for  type  4,  as  has 
been  seen.  That  families  of  type  2  and  type  3  (three  or  four  members) 
tended  to  rank  below  types  1  and  4  may  be  due  in  part  to  age;  relatively 
more  of  the  families  of  the  latter  types  were  subject  to  the  diseases  of 
old  age  that  often  entail  operations  and  high  outlays  for  hospitaliza- 
tion. In  the  farm  section,  also,  families  of  type  4  tended  to  have 
comparatively  high  average  expenditures. 

Expenditures  for  Services  of  Dentists  and  Oculists  and  for  Eyeglasses 

Dentists'  services  were  generally  purchased  by  a  smaller  percentage 
of  families  of  type  1,  two  persons,  than  by  the  other  types  at  compar- 
able income  levels  in  cities,  villages,  and  on  farms.  Families  of  type  6 
with  three  or  four  children  under  16  tended  to  be  in  one  of  the  upper 
ranks  in  the  three  units,  though  ranlvs  followed  no  consistent  pattern 
throughout  the  different  degrees  of  urbanization  and  income  levels. 
Expenditures  of  families  having  dental  care  did  not  differ  markedly 
among  the  types. 

The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  oculists'  services  and  for 
eyeglasses  appeared  to  be  related  to  the  age  of  the  families  in  the 
different  type  groups.  In  the  villages,  the  percentage  of  families 
having  expenditures  for  each  of  these  subclasses  of  medical  care  tended 
to  be  high  among  those  of  type  4  and  type  5,  and  in  the  lower  income 
classes  among  those  of  type  1 .  In  the  small  cities  there  was  not  a  very 
clear  distinction  among  the  types  in  the  percentage  having  oculists' 
services,  but  the  proportion  buying  eyeglasses  was,  as  in  the  villages, 
relatively  high  for  types  1,  4,  and  5.  In  the  farm  section  relatively 
more  of  the  families  of  t3^pes  4,  5,  and  7  than  of  the  other  types  bought 
eyeglasses. 

Expenditures  for  Medicines  and  Drugs 

Purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs  were  made  by  a  relatively  smaller 
proportion  of  the  two-person  families  of  type  1  than  of  the  large 
families  of  types  5,  6,  and  7  in  the  small  cities,  villages,  and  farm 
counties.  Supplies  in  the  household  medicine  chests  of  the  small 
families  would  need  replenishing  less  often  than  those  of  the  large 
households;  with  fewer  persons  there  would  tend  to  be  fewer  cases  of 
illness  for  which  medicines  would  be  purchased. 


SECTION  3.  MEDICAL  CARE  EXPENDITURES  OF 
OTHER  GROUPS  OF  FAMILIES 

Native-Negro  Families 
Small-City  and  Village  Families 

More  than  nine-tenths  of  the  Negro  famihes  studied  in  the  villages 
and  small  cities  of  the  Southeast  spent  something  for  medical  care; 
but  their  outlays  for  the  most  part  were  low.  Only  9  percent  of  the 
village  families  and  15  percent  of  those  in  small  cities  spent  $60  or 
more.     More  than  one- third  spent  nothing  or  less  than  $10  (table  34). 

Average  outlays  for  medical  care  made  by  these  Negro  families 
increased  with  income,  as  was  true  among  the  white  families.  In  the 
villages  Negro  families  in  the  class  $0-$249  had  expenditures  averaging 
$11;  those  in  the  class  $1,000-$1,249  (the  highest  class  in  which  the 
number  of  cases  exceeded  30),  $44.  The  trend  was  similar  in  direction 
for  Negro  families  in  the  small  cities  but  was  less  regular  (table  35). 

Expenditures  for  services  of  physicians,  for  medicines  and  drugs, 
and  for  health  and  accident  insurance  accounted  for  the  major  part  of 
the  tota]  spent  for  medical  care  by  these  Negro  families.  For  exam- 
ple, in  the  income  class  $250-$499,  average  expenditures  of  the  village 
group  were  $20,  three-fourths  of  which  went  for  these  three  items,  as 
follows:  For  health  and  accident  insurance,  $6;  for  services  of  physi- 
cians, $5;  and  for  medicines  and  drugs,  $4.  At  each  of  the  other 
income  levels,  these  three  items  accounted  for  an  even  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  total.  Average  amounts  spent  for  insurance  were  greater 
than  those  either  for  care  by  physicians  or  for  medicines  and  drugs. 

Relatively  more  of  the  Negro  than  of  the  white  families  in  the  small 
cities  and  villages  had  expenditures  for  health  and  accident  insurance. 
For  example,  at  the  income  level  $500-$749,  46  percent  of  the  Negro 
families  in  cities  compared  with  17  percent  of  the  white  families  had 
such  outlays.  Average  expenditures  of  all  families  for  this  type  of 
insurance  also  were  higher  for  Negroes  than  for  white  families  at  com- 
parable income  levels  both  in  the  small  cities  and  villages.  Thus,  in 
the  class  $750-$999  average  outlays  for  Negro  families  in  cities  were 
$15;  for  white  famihes,  $2  (table  32). 

Three-fourths  or  more  of  the  village  Negro  families  at  each  income 
level  purchased  medicines  and  drugs;  the  proportion  spending  for 
services  of  physicians  ranged  from  56  percent  in  the  class  $0-$249  to 
91  percent  in  the  class  $1,250-$  1,499.  For  no  other  item  of  medical 
care,  except  insurance  (already  cited)  and  dental  care,  did  as  many  as 
20  percent  of  the  families  at  any  income  level  have  expenditures. 
The  proportion  of  families  spending  for  the  services  of  dentists  ranged 
from  9  percent  in  the  lowest  income  class  to  27  percent  in  the  highest; 
average  amounts  spent  by  all  families  for  such  services  ranged  from 
$0.31  to  $3.91  at  the  income  extremes  and  tended  to  be  high  among 
items  other  than  the  three  major  ones — services  of  physicians,  medi- 
cines and  drugs,  and  insurance — at  most  income  levels.  The  relative 
number  of  Negro  families  in  these  villages  spending  for  dental  services 
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was  lower  than  among  white  families  with  similar  incomes,  but  the 
average  amount  spent  by  these  families  tended  to  be  greater.  In  the 
small  cities  a  similar  difference  in  the  average  expenditures  of  the  two 
racial  groups  appeared  in  the  income  classes  having  sufficient  represen- 
tation in  the  sample  to  warrant  comparisons. 

Inequalities  in  the  distribution  of  the  burden  of  medical  care  expend- 
itures were  found  among  these  Negro  families,  as  among  the  white. 
However,  the  range  of  expenditures  tended  to  be  somewhat  narrower 
for  the  Negro  families  at  comparable  income  levels;  for  example,  in 
the  income  class  $750-$999  none  of  the  village  Negro  families  had 
expenditures  of  $200  or  more  but  2  percent  of  the  white  families  spent 
such  sums.  Only  28  of  the  972  Negro  families  studied  in  the  villages 
had  outlays  reaching  or  exceeding  $100. 

Table  32. — items  of  medical  care  expendituIies:  Percentage  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  specified  items  of  medical  care  and  average  amounts  spent,  selected 
incorne  classes,  Southeast  small-city  and  village  white  and  Negro  analysis  units,^ 
1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Item 


Small-city  families  in  income         Village  families  in  income 
class—  class— 


$500-$749 


White    Negro 


$750-$999 


$500-$749 


White    Negro    White    Negro 


$750-$999 


White    Negro 


Total  medical  care  3 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner 

Hospital  room  or  bed 

Private  nursing  service 

Medicines,  drugs 

Eyeglasses 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies — 
Health  and  accident  insurance 


Total  medical  care  ^ 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner 

Hospital  room  or  bed 

Private  nursing  service 

Medicines,  drugs 

Eyeglasses 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies 

Health  and  accident  insurance 


Percentage  2  of  families  having  expenditures 


$29         $35 


95 


100 


96 


97 


99 


Average*  expenditures 
(based  on  families  having  expenditures) 


$44 


$43 


12 
113 


10 


$40         $31 


$41 


100 


$33 


1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

3  Percentages  are  based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  the  income  class. 

3  Includes,  in  addition  to  the  items  given  in  this  table,  clinic  visits,  services  of  visiting  nurse,  examinations 
and  tests,  and  items  classified  as  "other."  For  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  these  items  and 
average  amounts  spent  see  table  35. 

<  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  the  income  class  that  had  expenditures 
for  the  specified  item  of  medical  care. 

«  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Relatively  few  of  these  village  Negro  families,  only  25  of  the  972, 
received  free  medical  care.  Ten  had  free  care  from  physicians;  eight 
free  hospitalization;  and  the  remainder,  free  services  of  other  types. 
(Doubtless  some  had  received  services  for  which  they  had  made  no 
payment;  but  if  charges  were  made  for  medical  care,  the  family  was 
classified  as  having  expenditures  even  though  the  bill  was  unpaid  at 
the  time  of  the  survey.) 

The  proportion  of  Negro  families  having  expenditures  for  medical 
care  was  as  great  as  among  the  white  families  in  both  small  cities  and 
villages,  Except  among  those  at  income  levels  below  $250,  95  percent 
or  more  of  these  Negro  families  made  some  outlay  for  at  least  one  item 
of  medical  care.  Average  expenditures  tended  to  be  lower  among 
Negro  families  than  among  white  families  in  the  villages.  In  the  small 
cities,  however,  average  outlays  by  Negro  families  in  some  income 
classes  exceeded  those  for  the  white  families  with  comparable  incomes. 

Farm  Operators'  Families 

Two  groups  of  families  of  Negro  farm  operators  were  studied  in 
the  Southeast — one  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  cotton  area  and  one  in 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  counties  where  tobacco  is  the  major 
crop.  The  median  income  of  the  former  families,  $557,  was  appreci- 
ably lower  than  that  of  the  latter,  $689.  (Medians  are  for  the  non- 
relief  families  of  the  income  sample,  table  52.)  The  lower  general  in- 
come level  of  the  Negro  operators'  families  in  the  cotton  counties  was 
reflected  in  smaller  average  expenditures  for  medical  care,  $18  as  com- 
pared with  $28  in  the  tobacco  section.  However,  income  differences 
are  not  entirely  responsible  for  differences  in  outlays  for  medical  care 
by  the  two  groups;  even  at  comparable  income  levels,  the  families  in 
the  two  Carolinas  tended  to  have  higher  medical  bills.  For  example, 
in  the  income  class  $250-$499  their  expenditures  averaged  $18  while 
those  of  the  operators  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  counties  averaged 
only  $12.  At  no  income  level  did  the  average  for  either  group  reach 
$45.  At  no  level  did  as  many  as  7  percent  of  the  families  in  the  cotton 
section  spend  $100  for  medical  care — the  amount  estimated  as  needed 
to  provide  adequate  medical  care  for  each  of  a  large  number  of  fami- 
lies on  a  group  basis  (see  p.  5).  In  the  Carolinas,  at  income  levels 
above  $750,  the  proportion  of  families  spending  $100  or  more  ranged 
between  5  and  10  percent.  Outlays  of  both  groups  of  farm  operators 
tended  to  be  lower  than  those  of  Negro  families  in  villages  at  compara- 
ble income  levels. 

The  two  groups  of  Negro  operators  differed  somewhat  in  the  pat- 
tern of  distribution  of  their  expenditures  for  medical  care.  In  the 
Georgia-Mississippi  section,  services  of  physicians,  medicines  and 
drugs,  and  health  and  accident  insurance  were  the  three  major  items 
of  the  medical  bill  at  every  income  level  above  $250.  The  spending 
pattern  of  this  farm  group  was  similar  in  broad  outlines  to  that  for 
the  village  Negro  families  although  insurance  played  a  somewhat 
more  important  role  in  the  expenditures  of  the  latter  group.  In  the 
Carolinas,  average  outlays  for  hospital  care  (unimportant  in  the  other 
section)  tended  to  outstrip  those  for  insurance.  Differences  and  simi- 
larities in  expenditures  for  medical  care  by  these  three  Negro  groups 
are  indicated  by  the  following  data  for  the  income  class  $500-$749: 
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Average  expenditures  of  Negro  families  (income  class 
$500-$7Jfi)  in- 
North  Carolina- 
Georgia-Missis-      South  Carolina 
sippifarm-  farm-operator  Southeast 

Item:  operator  section  section  villages 

All  medical  care $18.  48  $22.  72  $29.  99 

Physician 7.37  8.56  8.59 

Medicines  and  drugs 5.89  7.56  5.90 

Health  and  accident  insurance.  _  3.25  1.79  10.45 

Hospital  care .00  2.  15  .85 

Dentist 1.24  .92  L  73 

At  the  two  lower  income  levels,  average  amounts  for  insurance  were 
higher  in  the  Carolina  farm  section  than  in  the  other;  at  two  of  the 
three  higher  levels  the  situation  was  reversed  (table  35). 

Nine-tenths  or  more  of  the  families  of  Negro  operators  in  each  farm 
section  made  purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs.  Fewer  had  expendi- 
tures for  services  of  physicians.  In  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section, 
the  proportion  of  families  purchasing  these  services  was  36  percent 
in  the  income  class  $0-$249;  85  percent  in  the  class  $1,000-$1,249. 
In  the  Carolinas,  comparable  percentages  were  64  and  82,  proportions 
more  similar  to  those  of  village  families.  In  both  farm  sections, 
fewer  than  10  percent  of  the  families  spent  for  all  but  four  of  the  vari- 
ous items  of  medical  care;  these  four  exceptions  were  the  services  of 
physicians,  medicines  and  drugs  (the  two  items  mentioned  above), 
health  and  accident  insurance,  and  services  of  dentists. 

Great  inequalities  in  amoiuits  spent  by  families  for  medical  care, 
characteristic  of  this  budget  item,  were  found  among  these  Negro 
farm  families  as  among  those  in  all  other  analysis  units  discussed. 
For  example,  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section,  in  the  income  class 
$500-$749  one  of  the  147  families  had  medical  bills  in  the  range  $200- 
$299 — a  large  share  of  the  year's  income;  but  44  percent  of  the  fam- 
ilies had  expenditures  of  less  than  $10  and  one  family  had  no  expendi- 
tures. With  relatively  more  families  at  income  levels  above  $1,000, 
the  group  in  the  Carolinas  had  a  somewhat  larger  proportion  spend- 
ing $60  or  more  for  medical  care  than  the  other  Negro  operator  group, 
12  percent  as  compared  mth  5  percent.  Conversely,  a  smaller  pro- 
portion of  the  families  in  the  former  section  spent  less  than  $10,  30 
percent  compared  with  44  percent  in  the  latter  section  (table  34). 

These  families  of  Negro  farm  operators  had  lower  expenditures  for 
medical  care  than  the  families  of  white  operators  at  comparable  income 
levels.  That  the  distinction  between  the  two  racial  groups  in  the 
Southeast  appears  to  increase  from  the  small  cities  through  the  vil- 
lages to  the  farm  sections  suggests  that  the  reason  may  be  an  increasing 
difference  in  the  availability  of  medical  services.  The  relative  num- 
ber of  Negro  farm  families  having  some  outlays  for  medical  care  was 
as  great  as  among  the  white  families;  but  the  percentage  spending  for 
the  various  services  was  generally  lower.  Apparently  a  greater  num- 
ber of  the  Negroes  limited  their  expenditures  for  medical  care  to  pur- 
chases of  medicines  and  drugs. 

Moreover,  among  families  spending  for  the  various  services,  the 
average  outlays  of  the  Negro  group  were  generally  smaller  than  those 
of  the  white  group.  The  relative  differences  in  these  averages,  how- 
ever, appeared  to  decrease  as  income  rose — a  fact  suggesting  that  the 
variation  in  the  lowest  income  brackets  is  more  a  matter  of  economic 
status  than  of  spending  patterns.  The  studies  of  income  and  con- 
sumption of  families  in  the  lower  income  classes  have  indicated  that 
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relatively  more  of  the  white  than  of  the  Negro  families  had  resources 
enahling  them  to  spend  considerably  more  than  the  year's  income  for 
family  lining. 

Sharecroppers*  Families  (Native- White  and  Negro) 

Families  of  sharecroppers,  both  white  and  Negro,  had  average 
medical  expenditures  of  less  than  $36  in  all  income  classes  under 
$1,000  with  one  exception;  the  white  families  in  the  Carolinas  in  the 
income  class  $750-$999  spent  amounts  averaging  $51.  For  all  income 
classes  combined  (including  the  families  above  the  $1,000  line)  aver- 
ages were  below  $24  in  three  units — the  white  and  the  Negro  families 
in  Georgia  and  Mississippi  and  the  Negro  families  in  the  Carolinas; 
for  the  families  of  white  sharecroppers  in  the  latter  section,  the  aver- 
age was  somewhat  higher,  $46  (table  35). 

With  outlays  for  all  medical  care  at  this  low  level,  services  of  physi- 
cians and  purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs  accounted  for  the  greater 
share  of  the  total  at  all  income  levels.  For  example,  at  the  level 
$250-$499,  families  of  white  sharecroppers  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi 
section  had  expenditures  for  all  medical  care  averaging  $15;  about 
four-fifths  of  this  sum  went  for  services  of  physicians  and  for  medicines 
and  drugs,  $9  and  $4,  respectively.  For  the  comparable  tenure  group 
in  the  Carolinas  total  outlays  were  somewhat  higher,  an  average  of  $27 ; 
and  a  similar  share  was  taken  by  these  two  major  items.  For  no 
other  item  of  medical  care  were  average  amounts  spent  as  much  as 
$1.50  (table  33). 

In  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section  more  than  two-thirds  (70  per- 
cent) of  the  families  of  white  sharecroppers  at  this  level  ($250-$499) 
spent  for  the  services  of  physicians;  in  the  Carolinas,  a  larger  propor- 
tion, 81  percent.  The  percentage  purchasing  medicines  and  drugs 
was  somewhat  higher  in  each  unit,  87  and  92  percent.  For  no  other 
item  save  services  of  dentists  did  as  many  as  10  percent  of  the  families 
have  expenditures.  Approximately  one-sixth  of  the  families  at  this 
income  level  in  each  unit  spent  for  dental  care;  but  the  services  they 
received  must  have  been  somewhat  limited  since  average  outlays  by 
families  spending  were  $6  and  $5  in  the  two  units. 

The  Negro  sharecroppers'  families  in  these  two  farm  sections  tended 
to  have  lower  average  outlays  for  medical  care  than  the  white  families 
with  comparable  incomes.  Thus,  in  the  income  class  $250-$499,  the 
average  amount  spent  by  the  families  of  the  Negro  sharecroppers  in 
Georgia  and  Mississippi,  $9,  was  $6  lower  than  that  by  the  white 
group;  in  the  Carolinas,  the  difference  was  even  greater,  average 
expenditures  of  the  Negro  group  being  about  $12  lower.  As  was  true 
of  the  families  of  the  white  sharecroppers,  services  of  physicians  and 
purchases  of  medicines  and  drugs  accounted  for  the  major  share  of 
the  total  outlays — 67  percent  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section  and 
74  percent  in  the  Carolinas,  at  this  income  level. 

One  of  the  major  differences  between  patterns  of  medical  care 
expenditures  of  the  two  racial  groups  at  this  level  was  in  the  purchase 
of  health  and  accident  insurance.  A  comparatively  large  proportion 
of  the  Negro  families  paid  premiums  on  such  policies — 16  percent  of 
those  in  Georgia  and  Mississippi  and  9  percent  of  those  in  the  Caro- 
linas. In  some  instances  these  Negro  families  may  have  belonged  to 
fraternal  or  other  organizations  providing  such  insurance.     However, 
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Table  33.^ — items  of  medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  specified  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  selected 
incorne  classes,  Southeast  white  and  Negro  sharecropper  analysis  units,^  1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Item 


Percentage  2  of  families  having 
expenditures 


North  Caro- 
lina-South 
Carolina 


Georgia-Mis- 
sissippi 


Average  2  expenditures 
(based  on  all  families) 


North  Caro- 
lina-South 
Carolina 


White    Negro   White    Negro   White    Negro   White    Negro 


Georgia-Mis- 
sissippi 


INCOME  CLASS  $250-$499 


Total  medical  care  ^ 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner. 

Hospital  room  or  bed 

Private  nursing  service 

Medicines,  drugs 

Eyeglasses 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies 

Health  and  accident  insurance 

Total  medical  care  ^ 

Physician 

Dentist 

Oculist 

Surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner 

Hospital  room  or  bed 

Private  nursing  service 

Medicines,  drugs 

Eyeglasses 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies 

Health  and  accident  insurance 


Per- 

Per- 

Percent 

cent 

Percent 

cent 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

99 

94 

93 

94 

26.76 

14.96 

15.39 

81 

63 

70 

55 

15.37 

6.76 

8.54 

18 

11 

16 

12 

.81 

.19 

.90 

1 

0 

1 

1 

.06 

.00 

.04 

2 

1 

3 

0 

.57 

.26 

1.09 

5 

3 

2 

1 

L42 

1.54 

.35 

2 

2 

1 

1 

.24 

.15 

.16 

92 

88 

87 

82 

7.58 

4.34 

3.79 

1 

4 

3 

2 

.11 

.26 

.21 

7 

3 

1 

1 

.19 

.01 

.08 

0 

9 

1 

16 

.00 

.90 

.12 

Dollars 
9.49 


4.04 
.30 
.09 
.00 
.84 
.05 

2.35 
.04 
.01 

1.40 


INCOME  CLASS  $500-$749 


97 

95 

96 

92 

35.34 

25.14 

18.41 

79 

76 

71 

59 

15.01 

13.13 

9.35 

25 

19 

19 

13 

LIO 

1.74 

1.34 

3 

(^) 

(*) 

1 

.19 

.02 

.03 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1.59 

.89 

.42 

8 

3 

2 

1 

5.12 

1.82 

1.14 

1 

1 

0) 

0 

.14 

.10 

.24 

95 

86 

87 

81 

10.02 

6.17 

5.45 

5 

3 

3 

2 

.79 

.17 

.15 

6 

4 

2 

2 

.17 

.07 

.03 

5 

5 

1 

17 

.78 

.59 

.08 

15.24 


5.91 
.39 
.04 
.17 

1.06 
.00 

4.78 
.15 
.03 

2.33 


1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 

2  Averages  and  percentages  are  based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  the  income  class,  regardless  of 
whether  they  had  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

3  Includes,  in  addition  to  the  items  given  in  this  table,  clinic  visits,  services  of  visiting  nurse,  examinations 
and  tests,  and  items  classified  as  "other."  For  number  of  families  having  expenditures  for  these  items  and 
average  amounts  spent  see  table  35. 

*  0.50  percent  or  less. 

data  from  other  sources  indicate  that  a  large  percentage  of  Negro 
famihes  purchase  all  types  of  insurance  including  that  covering  sick- 
ness or  accident.  Only  1  percent  of  the  families  of  white  sharecroppers 
in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section  in  the  income  class  $250-$499 
purchased  health  and  accident  insurance ;  none  of  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  families  with  comparable  incomes  made  such  purchases 
Relatively  fewer  of  the  Negro  sharecroppers'  families  than  of  the 
white  had  medical  care  expenditures  that  reached  or  exceeded  $20. 
For  example,  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section  at  the  income  level 
$250-$499,  11  percent  of  the  former  racial  group  and  27  percent  of  the 
latter  spent  $20  or  more;  in  the  Carolinas,  20  percent  and  48  percent, 
respectively.  However,  for  each  of  the  four  sharecropper  units  at 
every  income  level,  there  was  considerable  difference  in  amounts 
spent  for  medical  care.     Even  in  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section, 
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where  expenditures  were  comparatively  low,  10  of  the  481  families  of 
white  sharecroppers  made  outlays  of  $100  or  more;  4  of  the  624  Negro 
families.  In  the  Carolinas,  where  there  were  relatively  more  families 
of  each  color-tenure  group  at  the  upper  income  levels,  outlays  of  this 
amount  ($100  or  more)  were  made  by  11  percent  of  all  families  of  white 
sharecroppers  and  3  percent  of  those  of  Negroes  (table  34) . 

Free  medical  care  was  received  by  relatively  few  of  these  families  of 
sharecroppers — by  5  percent  of  the  white  families  in  the  Georgia- 
Mississippi  section  and  by  fewer  than  3  percent  of  the  families  in  the 
three  other  units  (table  35). 

In  income  classes  below  $750,  families  of  white  sharecroppers  in  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  and  the  Georgia-Mississippi  farm 
sections  tended  to  have  lower  average  expenditures  for  medical  care 
than  white  operators'  families  at  comparable  income  levels.  Average 
outlays  for  the  two  tenure  groups  differed  little  at  income  levels  of 
$750  or  over;  however,  the  majority  of  the  sharecroppers'  families 
were  at  the  lower  levels.  The  average  expenditures  among  Negro 
sharecroppers  in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina  were  generally 
similar  to  those  among  Negro  operators  at  comparable  income  levels 
(table  35).  In  the  Georgia-Mississippi  section,  average  outlays 
among  the  Negro  sharecroppers  were  slightly  lower  than  among  the 
Negro  operators  in  corresponding  income  classes. 


APPENDIXES 

Appendix  A.     Tables 

In  analysis  units  for  the  North  Central  small  cities  and  Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central  and  Southeast  villages  and  farms,  seven  types  of  families  were 
studied — in  the  other  analysis  units,  only  five.  In  using  data  for  all  family  types 
combined  for  comparisons  among  regions,  allowances  must  be  made  for  this 
variation  in  the  composition  of  the  families  included  in  the  analysis  units.  See 
Methodolog}^  and  the  reports  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  2,  Family 
Expenditures,  for  a  discussion  of  this,  the  use  of  the  all-incomes  line,  and  other 
limitations  which  should  be  recognized  when  these  data  are  used  for  regional 
comparisons. 

The  number  of  families  in  the  tables  for  some  city  and  village  analysis  units 
in  this  report  differs  slightly  from  the  number  of  families  included  in  the  tables  of 
the  report  summarizing  expenditures,  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Five 
Regions,  Part  2,  Family  Expenditures,  Miscellaneous  Publication  396.  Because 
of  this  difference  in  the  number  of  families  included  in  some  cells,  the  averages  for 
total  expenditures  for  medical  care  differ  slightly  from  those  shown  in  the  summary 
report  for  those  cells  and  for  the  aU-incomes  line.  Reasons  for  the  difference  in 
counts  are  as  follows:  For  the  summary  report,  the  clerical  occupational  group 
was  separated  from  the  business  and  professional;  for  this  report  showing  details 
of  expenditures,  these  two  occupational  groups  have  been  combined.  (See  Glos- 
sary, Occupational  Classification.)  In  making  this  combination,  cases  in  the 
upper  income  classes  were  increased  by  the  addition  of  clerical  families  that  had 
been  excluded  from  the  summary  because  the  number  of  cases  at  such  levels  was 
too  small  to  present  for  that  occupational  group,  alone.  Similarly,  the  number  of 
low-income  families  was  increased  by  the  addition  of  a  few  business  and  profes- 
sional families,  excluded  from  the  summary.  (See  Methodology,  Combinations 
of  Occupational,  Family-Type,  and  Income  Classes,  p.  228.)  The  inclusion  of 
these  additional  cases  changed  the  averages  for  the  cells  affected  in  all  tables,  and 
for  the  total  or  all-incomes  line,  as  well. 

In  a  few  instances,  the  reediting  of  schedules  for  the  more  detailed  reports 
indicated  that  the  income  classification  of  a  family  should  be  shifted.  For 
example,  the  final  editing  of  the  data  on  automobile  expenditures  might  show 
business  use  of  the  car  that  would  increase  business  expenses  and  thus  serve  to 
reduce  net  income;  this  might  shift  a  borderline  family  to  a  lower  income  level. 
(See  Glossary,  Income,  City  or  Village  Family,  and  Income,  Farm  Family,  for 
method  of  computing  income.) 

All  percentages  have  been  rounded  to  one  decimal.  In  tables  giving  percentage 
distributions  it  has  been  necessary  in  some  cases  to  raise  or  lower  one  of  the  rounded 
components  by  one  decimal,  in  order  to  have  the  sum  of  the  various  categories 
comprising  the  total  agree  with  the  total.  In  a  few  instances,  therefore,  dis- 
crepancies of  0.1  may  appear  between  percentages  as  given  on  different  tables. 
Similarly,  money  averages  have  been  rounded  to  the  nearest  cent,  with,  as  a  result, 
possible  discrepancies  of  $0.01  between  averages  as  given  on  different  tables. 
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Table  34. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  hy  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Analysis     unit     and 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

family-income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$10 

(4) 

$10- 
$19 

(5) 

$20- 
$39 

(6) 

$40- 
$59 

(7) 

$60- 
$99 

(8) 

$100- 
$199 

(9) 

$200- 
$299 

(10) 

$300- 
$499 

(11) 

$500- 
$999 

(12) 

$1,000 
or  over 

(13) 

SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 
All  incomes 

No. 
3,118 

Pd. 

95.6 

Pet. 

11.7 

Pet. 
13.3 

Pet. 
19.3 

Pet. 
12.1 

Pet. 
17.0 

Pd. 

15.7 

Pd. 

3.8 

Pd. 

2.0 

Pd. 
0.5 

Pd. 

0.2 

250-499 

61 
229 

408 
467 
425 
343 
282 
215 
163 
198 
201 
64 
62 

82.0 
90.4 
92.6 
97.0 
95.8 
97.4 
96.1 
96.3 
98.2 
98.0 
99.0 
95.3 
98.4 

49.2 

31.9 

16.2 

16.9 

10.1 

9.9 

4.6 

5.5 

3.7 

3.5 

.5 

1.6 

.0 

13.2 
17.0 
22.3 
16.7 
15.1 
Hi.  6 
8.2 
9.3 
5.5 
7.6 
3.0 
3.1 
4.8 

.0 
20.5 
24.0 
24.0 
21.7 
19.3 
18.1 
18.1 
19.7 
14.6 
13.4 
9.4 
6.5 

3.3 

6.6 
10.5 
12.6 
13.4 
12.5 
12.4 
15.3 
14.1 
15.2 
13.4 
6.2 
8.1 

8.2 
8.3 
10.3 
14.6 
17.7 
17.2 
23.4 
20.5 
21.5 
20.2 
26.4 
21.9 
17.7 

4.9 

4.8 

6.6 

9.9 

11.8 

18.4 

20.2 

20.5 

20.9 

25.8 

31.3 

29.6 

32.3 

1.6 
1.3 
2.0 
1.7 
4.2 
2.3 
6.4 
4.7 
6.7 
5.6 
5.5 
9.4 
9.7 

1.6 

.0 

.5 

.6 

L4 

.6 

2.1 

1.9 

4.9 

3.5 

3.5 

10.9 

14.5 

.0 

.0 

.2 

.0 

.2 

.6 

.7 

.5 

1.2 

1.0 

1.5 

1.6 

3.2 

.0 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.0 
.5 
1.6 
1.6 

Plains  and  Mountain 
All  incomes 

1,311 

98.6 

7.2 

11.2 

17.9 

14.2 

20.3 

18.5 

5.0 

2.7 

L2 

.4 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

3  16 

73 
122 
171 
164 
181 
155 
116 

82 
110 

90 

31 

100.0 
95.9 
95.1 
98.8 
98.8 
98.3 
99.4 
99.1 
98.8 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

31.2 

15.1 

11.5 

8.8 

6.7 

7.2 

8.4 

4.3 

3.7 

3.6 

1.1 

.0 

25.1 
24.6 
15.6 
11.7 
14.6 
12.2 
7.1 
6.9 
8.5 
7.3 
5.6 
3.2 

12.5 
8.2 
21.4 
25.1 
23.2 
19.8 
18.1 
17.2 
20.7 
5.5 
7.8 
16.1 

3L2 
19.2 
13.1 

9.9 
14.0 
17.1 
16.1 
12.1 
15.9 
18.2 

8.9 
.0 

.0 
20.5 
9.8 
23.3 
19.0 
19.3 
21.3 
20.7 
21.9 
26.4 
24.4 
22.6 

.0 
5.5 
17.2 
15.8 
14.0 
13.3 
20.0 
27.6 
17.1 
29.0 
28.9 
25.8 

.0 
L4 
4.1 
1.8 
6.1 
7.2 
3.2 
3.4 
4.9 
2.7 
12.2 
22.6 

.0 
.0 
1.6 
1.2 
.6 
1.1 
3.9 
4.3 
3.7 
5.5 
6.7 
6.5 

.0 
.0 
.8 
.6 
.0 
1.1 
1.3 
1.7 
2.4 
1.8 
3.3 
3.2 

.0 
1.4 
.0 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

.6 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
.0 

Pacific 

1,500 

96.3 

6.9 

7.7 

16.0 

14.2 

21.3 

20.6 

5.4 

2.9 

1.1 

2 

250-499 

3  12 

63 

115 
191 
181 
172 
174 
144 
109 
142 
128 
44 
3  25 

75.0 
93.7 
94.8 
93.2 
95.0 
97.7 
97.7 
97.9 
98.2 
98.6 
100.0 
97.7 
84.0 

33.4 
25.4 
13.0 

n.5 

8.3 
5.8 
5.7 
2.1 
4.6 
2.1 

.0 
2.3 

.0 

25.0 
11.1 
17.4 
11.0 
8.8 
6.4 
8.0 
5.6 
5.5 
2.8 
3.1 
.0 
4.0 

.0 
20.7 
22.6 
18.3 
19.9 
16.3 
15.0 
15.3 
10.1 
16.9 
12.5 
9.1 

.0 

8.3 
14.3 
15.7 
13.6 
16.0 
19.2 
15.0 
17.3 
16.5 

n.3 

7.0 
2.3 
8.0 

.0 
12.7 
11.3 
20.4 
19.9 
22.6 
24.2 
21.5 
22.9 
25.4 
25.0 
38.6 
8.0 

8.3 
3.2 

10.4 
13.1 
17.1 
19.8 
2L3 
24.3 
28.5 
31.0 
31.3 
22.7 
28.0 

.0 
6.3 

2.6 
3.7 
2.8 
4.1 
4.0 
9.0 
5.5 
2.8 
12.5 
13.6 
12.0 

.0 

.0 

.9 

1.6 

2.2 

1.2 

3.4 

2.1 

3.7 

4.2 

7.0 

2.3 

16.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

2.3 

LI 

.0 

.9 

2.1 

.8 

6.8 

8.0 

.0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

9 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 

Southeast — white  fami- 
lies 

All  incomes 

1,116 

98.0 

12.4 

13.6 

19.2 

14.2 

16.2 

13.6 

4.9 

2.6 

L3 

.0 

250-499 

33 

83 
118 
153 
136 
132 
138 
106 
67 
69 
81 

93.9 
92.8 

100.0 
95.4 
98.5 
99.2 

100.0 

100.0 
98.5 

100.0 
96.3 

45.5 

26.6 

28.8 

11.8 

8.9 

11.4 

7.2 

L9 

4.5 

7.2 

2.5 

24.2 
22.9 
15.3 
17.6 
11.0 
12.9 
12.3 

9.4 
10.4 
10.2 

8.6 

12.1 
20.5 
22.0 
26.1 
22.8 
20.4 
15.2 
17.0 
20.9 
11.6 
9.9 

9.1 
12.0 
13.6 
17.0 
18.4 

8.3 
21.1 
18.9 
11.9 

8.7 

6.2 

.0 
7.2 
12.7 
11.1 
20.6 
23.4 
18.2 
18.9 
19.4 
23.2 

n.i 

3.0 
2.4 
1.7 

8.5 
ILO 
14.4 
17.4 
26.4 
19.4 
26.1 
20.9 

.0 
1.2 
4.2 
2.0 
2.9 
6.1 
5.8 
2.8 
6.0 
7.2 
17.3 

.0 
.0 
1.7 
L3 
.7 
2.3 
1.4 
4.7 
4.5 
4.4 
9.9 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.2 
.0 
L4 
.0 
1.5 
1.4 
9.9 

0 

500-749..--     . 

.0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999.... 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
0 

2,500-2,999 

3,000  or  over 

.0 
.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  34. — medical  cabe  expendituees:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  a 

Analysis     unit     and 

Fami- 
lies 

family-income  class 

Un- 
der 
$10 

(dollars) 

Any 

$10- 

$20- 

$40- 

$60- 

$100- 

$200- 

$300- 

$500-    $1,0C 

0 

amount 

$19 

$39 

$59 

$99 

$199 

$299 

$499 

$999    orov 

er 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12)       (13) 

SMALL  CITIES— COntd. 

Southeast— Negro  fami- 

lies 

No. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet.      Pet 

475 

95.6 

29.9 

17.9 

2L9 

10.9 

2.1 
10.1 
12.0 
16.5 
10.0 

9.1 

5.3 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2           0 

0 

0-249 

47 
159 
108 
91 
50 

89.4 
95.0 
95.4 
97.8 
98.0 

70.3 
34.6 
27.8 
16.5 
12.0 

6.4 
22.0 
15.7 
18.7 
24.0 

10.6 

27.7 
19.5 
20.8 
18.0 

.0 

.6 

13.9 

15.4 

14.0 

.0 

.0 

6.5 

8.8 

18.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499    -      

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999    

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

3  10 

100.0 

20.0 

.0 

40.0 

.0 

30.0 

10.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

1,500-1,749 

35 

100.0 

20.0 

20.0 

.0 

40.0 

20.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

1,750-1,999 

35 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

40.0 

.0 

40.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

20.0 

0 

VILLAGES 

New  England 

743 

94.8 

14.3 

14.9 

22.5 

13.3 

12.4 

12.2 

2.7 

1.5 

•7 

3 

250-499 

37 

^2 

100.0 
90.5 

14.3 
16.7 

14.3 
21.4 

42.8 
19.0 

14.3 
14.3 

.0 
14.3 

14.3 
4.8 

.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

n 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

95 
126 

92.6 
92.9 

28.4 
14.3 

16.8 
23.1 

28.4 
20.6 

9.5 
9.5 

2.1 
10.3 

3.2 
10.3 

2.1 
2.4 

2.1 

.8 

.0 

.8 

0 

1,000-1,249 

8 

1,250-1,499 

120 

95.0 

23.3 

16.7 

19.1 

14.2 

9.2 

10.0 

1.7 

.8 

.0 

0 

1,500-1,749 

98 

96.9 

8.2 

17.4 

28.6 

16.3 

12.2 

9.2 

2.0 

2.0 

LO 

0 

1,750-1,999 

89 

96.6 

7.9 

9.0 

20.2 

16.9 

20.2 

15.7 

4.5 

2.2 

.0 

0 

2,000-2,499 

109 

96.3 

6.4 

5.5 

23.9 

15.6 

17.4 

22.0 

3.7 

.0 

1.8 

0 

2,500-2,999 

31 

96.8 

3.2 

16.1 

16.1 

13.0 

22.6 

19.4 

3.2 

.0 

.0           3 

2 

3,000-3,999 

3  26 

92.3 

7.7 

.0 

11.5 

7.7 

15.4 

27.0 

7.7 

11.5 

3.8 

0 

Middle  Atlantic  and 

North  Central 

All  incomes 

3,042 

95.4 

15.4 

15.8 

21.3 

12.8 

14.6 

10.6 

2.4 

1.8 

.6 

1 

250-499 

84 
360 
572 

83.3 
93.1 
95.3 

46.3 
32.8 
21.0 

16.7 
17.5 
21.3 

9.5 
18.6 
22.8 

1.2 
8.3 
11.7 

4.8 
8.3 
11.5 

4.8 
5.0 
5.8 

.0 
1.7 
.9 

.0 
.6 
.3 

.0 
.3 
.0 

0 

500-749  - 

0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

575 

96.0 

15.9 

17.4 

23.4 

13.7 

15.1 

8.3 

1.4 

.5 

.3 

0 

1,250-1,499 

461 

96.7 

10.6 

17.7 

21.9 

15.2 

14.8 

11.7 

2.8 

.9 

.9 

2 

1,500-1,749 

283 

95.4 

7.8 

10.6 

22.9 

13.4 

19.4 

14.5 

3.9 

2.5 

.4 

0 

1,750-1,999 

235 

97.4 

5.1 

17.0 

22.6 

14.9 

17.4 

13.6 

2.1 

3.0 

1.7 

0 

2,000-2,499 

253 

97.2 

5.5 

7.9 

23.7 

17.0 

18.2 

15.4 

4.0 

4.7 

.8 

0 

2,500-2,999 

118 

94.9 

1.7 

5.9 

12.7 

10.2 

24.6 

24.6 

5.1 

7.6 

1.7 

8 

3,000-3,999 

70 

97.1 

1.4 

1.4 

12.9 

11.4 

21.4 

25.8 

12.9 

7.1 

1.4           1 

4 

4,000-4,999 

3  21 

95.2 

4.8 

4.8 

14.2 

23.9 

9.5 

14.2 

4.8 

14.2 

4.8 

0 

5,000-9,999 

3  10 

90.0 

.0 

.0 

10.0 

.0 

20.0 

40.0 

.0 

10.0 

10.0 

0 

Plains  and  Mountain 

All  incomes 

1,103 

95.1 

13.4 

13.4 

20.4 

12.4 

14.8 

13.9 

4.6 

1.5 

.4 

3 

250-499 

31 
126 

83.9 

89.7 

19.4 
30.9 

22.5 
16.7 

16.1 
16.7 

6.5 
10.3 

6.5 
5.6 

9.7 
7.9 

3.2 
.0 

.0 

.8 

.0 

.8 

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

182 

95.6 

20.9 

13.7 

29.2 

12.1 

11.5 

5.5 

2.2 

.5 

.0 

0 

1,000-1,249 

155 

94.8 

18.1 

16.8 

16.2 

14.8 

14.2 

10.3 

1.9 

1.3 

.6 

6 

1,250-1,499 

171 

97.7 

10.5 

17.5 

18.2 

14.0 

16.4 

12.3 

7.6 

1.2 

.0 

0 

1,500-1,749 

131 

97.7 

2.3 

12.2 

27.4 

15.3 

17.6 

16.8 

3.8 

1.5 

.0 

8 

1,750-1,999 

87 

94.3 

9.2 

5.7 

19.6 

6.9 

21.9 

18.4 

8.0 

4.6 

.0 

0 

2,000-2,499 

125 

98.4 

4.8 

9.6 

20.0 

16.8 

16.8 

22.4 

5.6 

1.6 

.0 

8 

2,500-2,999 

38 

97.4 

2.6 

7.9 

7.9 

13.2 

23.7 

31.6 

7.9 

.0 

2.6 

0 

3,000-3,999 

36 

91.7 

.0 

.0 

11.1 

.0 

30.6 

30.6 

IL  1 

8.3 

.0 

0 

4,000-4,999 

3  12 

83.3 

8.3 

16.7 

8.3 

.0 

.0 

16.7 

25.0 

.0 

8.3 

0 

5,000-9,999 

39 

100.0 

.0 



11.1 

44.5 

11.1 

.0 

22.2 

11.1 

.0 

.0 

0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  34. — medical  cake  expenditures  :  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

Analysis     unit     and 
family-income  class 
(dollars) 

Fami- 
lies 

Any 

Un- 
der 

$10 

$10- 

$20- 

$40- 

$60- 

$100- 

$200- 

$300- 

$500- 

$1,000 

amount 

$19 

$39 

$59 

$99 

$199 

$299 

$499 

$999 

or  over 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Pacific 

No. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pd. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

All  incomes 

1,471 

94.9 

9.0 

10.3 

18.7 

14.9 

17.2 

15.6 

5.0 

3.2 

0.9 

0.1 

250-499 

3  28 

92.9 

17.9 

28.6 

25.1 

7.1 

7.1 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

500-749 

107 
186 
211 

89.7 
94.6 
94.3 

27.2 
17.7 
10.0 

14.0 
18.9 
12.3 

16.8 
20.5 
19.4 

14.0 
14.5 
14.3 

9.3 
11.3 
19.4 

5.6 
9.1 
13.7 

2.8 
1.6 
3.8 

.0 
.5 
.9 

.0 

.5 
.5 

.0 

750-999             

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

204 

93.1 

5.4 

8.3 

23.5 

17.2 

21.5 

10.8 

2.5 

2.9 

1.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

202 

96.0 

6.4 

8.9 

17.8 

16.3 

16.3 

18.9 

5.4 

4.0 

1.5 

.5 

1,750-1,999 

174 

97.7 

3.4 

6.3 

17.2 

16.7 

20.2 

23.0 

5.2 

4.6 

1.1 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

208 

95.2 

3.8 

6.7 

17.8 

14.0 

20.7 

20.7 

7.2 

4.3 

.0 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

100 

98.0 

5.0 

5.0 

16.0 

13.0 

17.0 

19.0 

14.0 

8.0 

1.0 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

51 

96.1 

3.9 

3.9 

7.8 

11.8 

11.8 

27.4 

11.8 

9.8 

5.9 

2.0 

Southeast— white 

families 

All  incomes 

2,100 

98.1 

17.0 

16.1 

18.7 

12.8 

13.0 

13.3 

3.3 

2.5 

1.1 

.3 

250-499 

63 
236 

95.2 
96.2 

41.2 
27.1 

25.4 
18.2 

12.7 
20.8 

12.7 
14.0 

.0 
8,9 

3.2 
4.7 

.0 

.8 

.0 
1.7 

.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

257 
274 

98.8 
99.6 

23.3 
20.4 

20.6 
20.8 

25.3 
22.  2 

12.8 
15.0 

7.8 
10.6 

6.6 

8.4 

1.2 
1.5 

.8 
.7 

.4 
.0 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

286 

97.6 

16.5 

16.5 

19.9 

16.1 

15.0 

11.2 

1.7 

.7 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

249 

98.4 

17.7 

16.1 

18.0 

11.6 

13.7 

15.3 

3.6 

2.0 

.4 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

173 

99.4 

n.6 

13.9 

16.2 

11.0 

19.0 

18.5 

4.0 

2.9 

2.3 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

245 

97.6 

7.8 

13.5 

18.4 

10.6 

18.4 

16.7 

5.7 

5.3 

1.2 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

124 

99.2 

5.6 

9.7 

8.1 

14.5 

13.7 

29.1 

9.7 

2.4 

4.8 

1.6 

3,000-3,999 

117 

98.3 

8.5 

6.8 

13.7 

11.2 

17.1 

26.5 

5.1 

5.1 

1.7 

2.6 

4,000-4,999 

40 

95.0 

7.5 

5.0 

15.0 

5.0 

12.5 

22.5 

5.0 

15.0 

5.0 

2.5 

5,000-9,999 

36 

100.0 

.0 

8.3 

8.3 

2.8 

19.4 

19.4 

13.9 

13.9 

11.2 

2.8 

Southeast— Negro 

families 

All  incmnp<? 

972 

95.6 

33.2 

22.3 

22.  3 

9.2 

5.7 

2.7 

.1 

.1 

.0 

0 

0-249 

146 

89.7 

44.5 

29.5 

12.3 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

250-499 

403 
268 

94.8 
97.4 

38.2 
26.4 

22.6 
21.3 

21.1 
25.4 

7.7 
12.7 

3.0 

7.8 

2.2 
3.4 

.0 
.0 

.0 
.4 

.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

100 

100.0 

27.0 

17.0 

26.0 

13.0 

12.0 

5.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

44 

100.0 

13.6 

20.5 

31.8 

6.8 

18.2 

6.8 

2.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

FARMS 

3  11 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

54.5 

27.3 

18.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

Vermont 

All  incomes 

537 

97.2 

26.6 

17.5 

19.6 

11.5 

11.2 

7.8 

1.3 

.9 

.6 

.2 

0-249 

3  10 

3  28 

80.0 
100.0 

40.0 
63.6 

.0 

7.  1 

10.0 
3.6 

10.0 
10.7 

.0 
14.3 

10.0 
10.7 

10.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

82 

93.9 

39.0 

23.2 

12.2 

6.1 

6.1 

4.9 

1.2 

1.2 

.0 

.0 

750-999 

111 

99.1 

37.0 

13.5 

18.9 

13.5 

8.1 

7.2 

.0 

.0 

.9 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

94 

97.9 

19.1 

26.6 

26.6 

13.8 

6.4 

4.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.1 

1,250-1,499 

74 

95.9 

16.2 

17.5 

29.7 

9.5 

13.5 

8.1 

1.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

49 

100.0 

12.2 

18.4 

20.  4 

14.3 

14.3 

14.3 

4.1 

2.0 

.0 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

44 

95.5 

16.0 

6.8 

18.2 

9.1 

20.5 

11.4 

4.5 

4.5 

4.5 

.0 

.       2,000-2,499 

34 

100.0 

20.6 

14.7 

n.8 

20.6 

20.6 

8.8 

.0 

2.9 

.0 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

Neiv  Jersey 

3  11 

100.0 

9.1 

27.2 

27.3 

.0 

27.3 

9.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

kll  incomes         

497 

96.6 

16.7 

17.5 

20.7 

12.7 

14.3 

11.1 

2.2 

.8 

.6 

.0 

1      0-249 

3  11 

100.0 

18.2 

9.1 

9.1 

9.1 

27.2 

18.2 

.0 

9.  1 

.0 

.0 

1       250-499 

36 

94.4 

41.6 

8.3 

27.7 

2.8 

5.6 

2.8 

5.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

500-749 

41 

95  1 

14  6 

26  8 

24  4 

7  3 

9  8 

12  2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

750-999 

49 

89.8 

18.4 

24.5 

22.5 

6.1 

10.2 

4.1 

2.0 

2.0 

.0 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

73 

95.9 

24.6 

19.2 

16.4 

11.0 

12.3 

9.6 

1.4 

.0 

1.4 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

53 

96.2 

15.1 

20.7 

28.3 

15.1 

13.2 

3.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

51 

100.0 

15.7 

13.7 

15.7 

13.7 

25.4 

11.8 

2.0 

2.0 

.0 

.0 

1      1,750-1,999 

50 

98.0 

8.0 

20.0 

28.0 

14.0 

14.0 

10.0 

4.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1      2,000-2,499 

62 

98.4 

9.7 

8.1 

20.9 

19.4 

16.1 

19.4 

3.2 

.0 

1.6 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

33 

97.0 

12.1 

21.2 

12.1 

21.2 

9.1 

18.2 

3.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3,000-3,999-.. 

38 

100.0 

7.9 

15.8 

13.2 

15.8 

21.1 

18.4 

2.6 

2.6 

2.6 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table, 
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Table  34. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  hy  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

Analysis     unit     and 

Fami- 
lies 

familv-ineome  class 

Un- 
der 

$10 

(dollars) 

Any 

$10- 

$20- 

$40- 

$60- 

$100- 

$200- 

$300- 

$500-    $1,000 

amount 

$19 

$39 

$59 

$99 

$199 

$299 

$499 

$999    or  over 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12)       (13) 

FARMS — continued 

Pennsylvan  ia-Ohio 

No. 

Pd. 

Pet. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd.  i    Pd 

All  incomes 

2,  254 

95.8 

18.9 

15.7 

23.4 

13.4 

13.3 

7.5 

2.0 

1.3 

0.3  i        0 

0 

0-249 

3  21 

95.2 

19.0 

23.9 

19.0 

14.3 

9.5 

9.5 

.0 

.0 

.0  ! 

n 

250^99 

100 

89.0 

35.0 

14.0 

14.0 

10.0 

9.0 

3.0 

2.0 

2.0 

.0 

0 

500-749       -       

209 
304 
294 

9L4 
93.8 
96.9 

35.8 
24.0 
21.1 

14.8 
19.1 
16.4 

16.3 

24.4 
24.5 

11.0 
11.8 
13.9 

7.  7 
1L2 
10.2 

3.8 
2.3 
7.1 

LO 
.3 

2.4 

LO 
.0 

i.n 

.0 

:3 

0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1.250-1,499 

312 

97.1 

18.6 

17.3 

19.9 

18.0 

1L5 

8.0 

3.2 

.6 

.0 

n 

1,500-1,749 

267 

97.8 

15.4 

17.6 

26.6 

16.5 

12.4 

6.7 

.7 

1.9 

.0 

0 

1,750-1,999 

197 

96.4 

12.7 

12.7 

25.3 

10.7 

20.3 

10.7 

L5 

2.5 

.0 

0 

2,000-2,499 

254 

97.6 

10.6 

13.4 

27.9 

13.0 

18.5 

10.6 

2.0 

L2 

.4 

n 

2,500-2,999 

135 

94.8 

8.9 

13.3 

25.9 

9.6- 

18.5 

11.1 

3.0 

3.0 

1.5 

0 

3,00C^3,999 

116 

99.1 

8.6 

14.6 

26.7 

12.1 

18.1 

11.2 

5.2 

2.6 

.0 

0 

4,000-4,999 

3  26 

100.0 

3.8 

3.8 

27.0 

23.1 

15.4 

19.2 

7.7 

.0 

.0 

0 

5,000-9,999 

3  19 

100.0 

10.5 

5.3 

2L1 

15.8 

10.5 

26.3 

10.5 

.0 

.0 

0 

Mick  igan-  Wisco  nsin 

All  incomes 

1,067 

94.9 

15.1 

14.0 

23.5 

12.8 

14.2 

9.4 

3.2 

2.1 

.5 

1 

0-249 

3  13 

53 

100.0 
86.8 

.0 

24.6 

.0 
11.3 

53.8 
22.6 

11!  3 

9!  4 

23.1 

5.7 

.0 
.0 

.0 
1.9 

7.  7 
.0 

0 

250-499 

n 

500-749 

115 

93.0 

23.4 

17.4 

24.3 

11.3 

7.0 

7.0 

2.6 

.0 

.0 

0 

750-999 

176 
196 

94.3 
94.9 

18.8 
17.3 

20.4 
15.8 

25.0 
22.4 

11.4 
13.3 

8.5 
13.8 

6.3 

8.2 

2.8 
3.1 

.0 
LO 

LI 
.0 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

169 

94.7 

15.4 

11.2 

24.9 

12.4 

IS.  3 

7.7 

3.0 

L2 

.6 

0 

1,500-1.749 

115 

95.7 

10.4 

9.6 

19.2 

13.0 

19.2 

14.8 

5.2 

4.8 

.0 

0 

1.750-1.999 

80 

97.5 

6.2 

11.2 

23.8 

10.0 

21.3 

17.5 

2.5 

3.8 

L2 

n 

2,000-2,499 

95 

97.9 

8.4 

11.6 

20.0 

21.0 

17.9 

8.4 

5.3 

4.2 

.0           1 

1 

2,500-2,999 

3  25 

100.0 

16.0 

16.0 

16.0 

20.0 

16.0 

4.0 

4.0 

8.0 

.0 

0 

3,000-3,999 

30 

96.7 

.0 

6.7 

33.3 

6.7 

16.7 

20.0 

3.3 

10.0 

.0 

0 

Illinois-Iowa 

1 

All  incomes 

1,642 

95.5 

20.4 

14.9 

22.2 

1L4 

12.6 

7.8 

3.7 

L7 

.4 

4 

0-249 

3  26 

100.0 

42.4 

15.4 

23.1 

3.8 

7.7 

3.8 

.0 

.0 

3.8 

0 

250-499 

106 

90.6 

42.5 

15.1 

13.2 

4.7 

6.6 

3.8 

4.7 

.0 

.0 

0 

500-749 

206 

93.7 

26.7 

15.5 

25.8 

12.6 

5.3 

3.9 

3.4 

.5 

.0 

0 

750-999 

258 

93.0 

25.1 

17.1 

20.1 

10.5 

9.3 

7.4 

2.3 

L2 

.0 

0 

1,000-1,249 

252 

95.6 

19.4 

15.9 

23.4 

6.7 

16.3 

7.5 

2.8 

2.4 

.4 

8 

1,250-1,499 

207 

96.1 

16.4 

16.4 

23.2 

14.1 

13.5 

7.  7 

3.4 

L4 

.0 

0 

1,500-1,749 

161 

98.1 

16.1 

17.4 

19.8 

14.9 

17.4 

7.5 

2.5 

L9 

.6 

0 

1,750-1,999 

110 

97.3 

18.2 

15.5 

16.4 

13.6 

12.7 

10.9 

8.2 

.9 

.0 

9 

2,00(K2,499 

139 

97.8 

8.6 

10.8 

31.7 

15.8 

12.9 

7.9 

4.3 

2.2 

1.4           2 

2 

2  500-2  999 

78 
63 

98.7 
95.2 

11.5 
11.1 

5.1 
11.1 

24.3 
22.3 

10.3 
12.7 

19.2 
19.0 

16.7 
7.9 

7.7 
4.8 

2.6 
6.3 

L3 
.0 

0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4.000-4,999 

3  16 

100.0 

6.2 

18.8 

37.5 

6.2 

12.5 

18.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

5,000-9,999 

3  20 

95.0 

5.0 

5.0 

.0 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

.0 

10.0 

.0 

0 

North  Dakota-Kansas 

All  income  classes 

1,088 

94.6 

19.2 

14.1 

18.1 

1L8 

12.7 

n.2 

3.9 

2.7 

.8 

1 

Net  losses 

104 
984 

92.3 
94.8 

16.3 
19.5 

15.4 
14.0 

18.2 
18.1 

8.7 
12.1 

10.6 
12.9 

15.4 
10.8 

5.8 
3.7 

L9 
2.7 

.0 
.9 

n 

Net  incomes 

1 

0-249              

89 
165 
185 
177 
106 

95.5 
92.7 
92.4 
94.9 
93.4 

27.0 
26.0 
19.4 
20.9 
22.7 

14.6 
15.2 
18.4 
13.6 
12.3 

18.0 
15.2 
18.9 
18.6 
16.0 

14.6 
13.3 

7.6 
15.2 

8.5 

4.5 
10.9 
13.0 
10.2 
17.9 

13.5 
7.9 
7.6 
7.9 
9.4 

2.2 
2.4 
4.3 
5.1 
3.8 

.0 

L2 
L6 
2.8 
2.8 

1.1 
.6 

LI 
.6 
.0 

0 

250-499 

0 

500-749 

5 

750-999           

0 

1,000-1.249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

89 

96.6 

13.5 

13.5 

19.1 

16.8 

11.2 

12.4 

4.5 

4.5 

1.1 

0 

1.500-1.749 

62 

96.8 

9.7 

12.9 

22.5 

6.5 

2L0 

19.4 

3.2 

L6 

.0 

0 

1,750-1,999 

39 

100.0 

12.8 

7.7 

20.5 

10.3 

17.9 

17.9 

2.6 

10.3 

.0 

0 

2,000-2,499 

33 

100.0 

9.1 

12.1 

15.1 

15.1 

27.3 

9.1 

6.1 

6.1 

.0 

0 

2,500-2,999 

3  23 

100.0 

8.7 

4.3 

8.7 

13.1 

17.4 

30.4 

.0 

4.3 

13.1 

0 

3,000-3,999 

3  16 

100.0 

.0 

6.2 

37.5 

18.8 

6.2 

18.8 

.0 

12.5 

.0 

0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  34. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

Analysis     unit     and 
family-income  class 

Fami- 
lies 

Un- 
der 

$10 

(dollars) 

Any 

$10- 

$20- 

$40- 

$60- 

$100- 

$200- 

$300- 

$500- 

$1,000 

amount 

$19 

$39 

$59 

$99 

$199 

$299 

$499 

$999 

or  over 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

FARMS— continued 

South  Dakota-Mon- 

tana-Colorado 

No. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

All  incomes 

447 

90.6 

14.5 

20.2 

17.1 

10.7 

12.3 

8.9 

3.4 

3.1 

0.4 

0.0 

0-249 

31 
60 

75 
84 

87.1 
86.7 
89.3 
88.1 

22.5 
15.0 
16.0 
13.1 

16.1 
21.7 
25.3 
23.8 

19.4 
23.3 
21.3 

n.9 

9.7 
100 
10  7 
11.9 

6.5 
5.0 
8.0 
9.5 

12.9 
6.7 
6.7 
9.5 

.0 
1.7 
1.3 
3.6 

.0 
3.3 

.0 
3.6 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.2 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

56 

89.3 

21.4 

21.4 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

3.6 

3.6 

1.8 

.0 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

45 

91.1 

11.1 

20.0 

15.6 

13.3 

11.1 

8.9 

8.9 

2.2 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

3  23 

95.7 

13.0 

13.0 

30.5 

.0 

4.4 

17.4 

8.7 

8.7 

.0 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

3  25 

96.0 

16.0 

12.0 

8.0 

4.0 

32.0 

12.0 

8.0 

4.0 

.0 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

3  26 

100.0 

3.8 

7.7 

15.4 

7.7 

34.6 

15.4 

.0 

15.4 

.0 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

3  13 

100.0 

.0 

23.0 

7.7 

30  8 

30.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

7.7 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

39 

100.0 

n.i 

n.i 

22.3 

11.1 

22.2 

22.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

Washington-Oregon 

948 

90.8 

13.0 

14.1 

22.2 

11.8 

13.5 

9.6 

3.5 

2.2 

.8 

.1 

0-249 

3  17 

63 
142 
117 
120 

76.5 
73.0 
88.7 
93.2 
91.7 

17.6 
25.4 
21.1 
13.7 
13.3 

23.6 
17.5 
14.8 
16.2 
20.0 

17.6 
11.1 
22.5 
22.2 
22.6 

11.8 
6.3 
12.0 
17.0 
10.8 

.0 

7.9 

9.9 

12.0 

15.8 

5.9 
4.8 
6.3 

7.7 
6.7 

.0 

.0 

1.4 

2.6 

2.5 

.0 
.0 
.  7 
.9 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 

.0 

250-499- _     _- 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

113 

92.0 

8.0 

16.8 

25.6 

13.3 

12.4 

8.8 

4.4 

1.8 

.9 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

100 

94.0 

13.0 

10.0 

24.0 

8.0 

20.0 

12.0 

3.0 

2.0 

2.0 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

72 

87.5 

6.9 

12.5 

18.1 

15.3 

12.5 

9.7 

6.9 

5.6 

.0 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

102 

95.1 

7.8 

8.8 

26.4 

10.8 

15.7 

10.8 

6.9 

5.9 

2.0 

.0 

2,500-2,999_ 

42 

92.9 

2.4 

4.8 

23.8 

4.8 

19.0 

28.6 

7.1 

2.4 

.0 

.0 

3,000  3,999 

46 

100.0 

8.7 

13.1 

17.4 

15.3 

13.0 

13.0 

4.3 

8.7 

4.3 

2.2 

4.000-4,999 

3  14 

100.0 

14.3 

.0 

28.6 

14.3 

21.4 

21.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

Oregon — part-time 

All  incomes. - 

383 

96.9 

7.8 

11.5 

19.1 

15.4 

20.2 

15.9 

3.1 

3.1 

.8 

.0 

250-499 

32 
3  17 

44 
50 

100.0 
100.0 
88.6 
96.0 

50.0 
17.6 
6.8 
6.0 

50.0 
23.5 
13.6 
26.0 

.0 
23.5 
22.8 
24.0 

.0 
11.8 
15.9 
16.0 

.0 
11.8 
11.4 
6.0 

.0 
5.9 
13.6 
8.0 

.0 
5.9 

.0 
4.0 

.0 

.0 

4.5 

4.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
2.0 

.0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

63 

96.8 

7.9 

11.1 

14.3 

23.8 

25.4 

12.7 

.0 

1.6 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

62 

96.8 

14.5 

8.1 

16.1 

19.4 

24.2 

9.7 

3.2 

.0 

1.6 

.0 

1.750-1,999 

44 

100.0 

2.3 

2.3 

22.7 

11.4 

31.8 

24.9 

2.3 

2.3 

.0 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

55 

98.2 

7.3 

5.5 

23.6 

5.5 

25.4 

16.3 

5.5 

7.3 

1.8 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

3  29 

100.0 

3.4 

6.9 

10.4 

20.7 

13.8 

34.5 

3.4 

6.9 

.0 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

California 

3  17 

100.0 

.0 

11.8 

11.8 

5.9 

23.5 

35.2 

11.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

All  incomes 

888 

96.8 

12.2 

13.2 

15.4 

10.9 

17.2 

16.1 

7.1 

2.9 

1.6 

.2 

0-249 

3  20 

95.0 

20.0 

20.0 

30  0 

.0 

10.0 

15.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

250-499 

51 

92.2 

25.5 

7.8 

17.7 

17.7 

7.8 

7.8 

2.0 

5.9 

.0 

.0 

500-749 

74 
87 

9L9 
94.3 

20.2 
17.3 

22.9 
12.7 

14.9 
18.4 

6.7 
12.7 

14.9 
16.1 

4.1 
10.3 

4.1 

5.7 

2.7 
.0 

1.4 
1.1 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

71 

98.6 

16.9 

15.5 

19.7 

9.9 

14.1 

15.5 

2.8 

4.2 

.0 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

93 

97.8 

15.0 

16.1 

20.4 

6.5 

1L8 

15.0 

10.8 

.0 

1.1 

LI 

1,500-1,749 

91 

97.8 

8.8 

19.7 

16.5 

12.1 

15.4 

15.4 

5.5 

3.3 

1.1 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

76 

97.4 

6.6 

13.2 

9.2 

13.2 

17.1 

25.0 

7.9 

2.6 

L3 

L3 

2,000-2,499 

137 

100.0 

7.3 

10.2 

13.9 

13.9 

26.3 

18.2 

7.3 

.0 

2.9 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

79 

98.7 

6.3 

7.6 

13.9 

11.4 

24.0 

22.8 

3.8 

7.6 

1.3 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

66 

97.0 

6.1 

9.1 

9.1 

6.1 

16.7 

21.2 

21.2 

4.5 

3.0 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

3  24 

95.8 

8.3 

.0 

8.3 

8.3 

25.0 

16.7 

12.5 

12.5 

4.2 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

3  19 

94.7 

5.3 

5.3 

10  5 

21.0 

10  5 

26.2 

5.3 

5.3 

5.3 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  34. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  hy  income^  30  analysis  units  in  28 
States,^  1935-36— Conimned 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expendittires  for  medical  care  2 

Analysis     unit    and 

Fami- 
lies 

family-income  class 

Un- 
der 

$10 

(dollars) 

Any 

$10- 

$20- 

$40- 

$60- 

$100- 

$200- 

$300- 

$500- 

$1,000 

amount 

$19 

$39 

$59 

$99 

$199 

$299 

$499 

$999 

or  over 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Carolina  self- 

sufficing  counties- 

white  operators 

No. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pet. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

Pd. 

All  incomes 

607 

90.6 

38.2 

18.7 

19.7 

5.8 

3.0 

3.0 

1.0 

1.0 

0.2 

0.0 

0-249 

3  10 

78 
138 
156 

70.0 

78.2 
87.7 
90.4 

10.0 
44.9 
45.7 
38.5 

50.0 
19.2 
18.1 
19.9 

.0 
11.5 
15.2 
17.9 

10.0 

.0 

3.6 

4.5 

.0 
L3 
2.2 
2.6 

.0 

.0 

2.2 

5.1 

.0 
.0 

.7 
.6 

.0 
L3 

.0 
L3 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

107 

98.1 

38.3 

21.5 

25.2 

4.7 

4.7 

2.8 

.0 

.9 

.0 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

63 

98.4 

31.7 

12.7 

30.1 

12.7 

4.8 

L6 

3.2 

1.6 

.0 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

39 

94.9 

23.0 

15.3 

28.2 

15.4 

2.6 

2.6 

2.6 

2.6 

2.6 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

3  16 

100.0 

18.8 

6.2 

31.3 

18.8 

6.2 

12.5 

6.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

North  Carolina-South 

Carolina — white 

operators 

All  incomes 

1,944 

98.7 

16.0 

14.2 

22.1 

15.9 

12.8 

11.4 

3.6 

2.1 

.5 

,1 

0-249 

3  22 
123 
237 
284 
271 

100.0 
96.7 
99.6 
96.8 
99.3 

31.9 
27.7 
27.5 
17.6 
17.4 

22.7 
19.5 
20.3 
14.0 
14.0 

27.3 
21.1 
18.1 
27.1 
22.9 

4.5 
15.4 
17.3 
16.9 
16.2 

9.1 
4.9 
7.6 
9.9 
15.9 

4.5 
4.9 
5.9 
7.7 
7.0 

.0 
1.6 
2.1 
1.8 
4.4 

.0 
1.6 

.8 
1.4 
1.1 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.4 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

237 

99.6 

13.5 

15.2 

23.6 

14.8 

13.9 

13.1 

3.0 

2.1 

.4 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

177 

100.0 

9.6 

15.3 

24.8 

15.8 

11.3 

18.1 

3.4 

1.7 

.0 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

121 

100.0 

11.6 

n.6 

23.1 

15.7 

12.4 

15.7 

7.4 

.8 

1.7 

.0  , 

2,000-2,499 

204 

98.0 

n.8 

10.8 

16.6 

19.1 

18.6 

13.2 

3.4 

2.5 

2.0 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

105 

99.0 

8.6 

9.5 

22.8 

11.4 

21.0 

16.2 

7.6 

1.9 

.0 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

95 

96.8 

10.5 

5.3 

17.8 

13.7 

20.0 

20.0 

4.2 

4.2 

1.1 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

42 

97.6 

4.8 

14.3 

19.0 

16.7 

7.1 

19.0 

2.4 

14.3 

.0 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

3  26 

100.0 

3.8 

3.8 

19.3 

1L6 

3.8 

23.1 

15.4 

15.4 

3.8 

.0 

Georgia-Mississippi — 

white  operators 

All  incomes 

1,257 

38 

168 
300 
240 

97.9 

28.6 

19.3 

22.5 

9.6 

8.2 

4.9 

2.1 

L4 

.7 

.6 

0-249 

100.0 
96.4 
97.3 
98.3 

50.0 

48.8 
38.6 
26.7 

25.0 
20.8 
22.7 
2L7 

12.5 
17.2 
19.3 
26.2 

.0 
4.2 
5.3 
10.8 

12.5 
5.4 
5.7 
8.3 

.0 

.0 

3.7 

2.1 

.0 

.0 

1.3 

2.1 

.0 
.0 

.7 
.4 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

142 
102 

99.3 
99.0 

22.6 
27.4 

22.6 
11.8 

30.3 
22.5 

7.7 
16.7 

5.6 
10.8 

7.7 
4.9 

2.1 
2.0 

.0 
2.9 

.7 
.0 

.0 
.0 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

62 

96.8 

22.6 

16.1 

29.1 

n.3 

14.5 

1.6 

.0 

1.6 

.0 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

45 

100.0 

11.1 

17.8 

26.7 

22.2 

11.1 

8.9 

2.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

41 

97.6 

12.2 

14.7 

19.5 

19.5 

12.2 

7.3 

4.9 

4.9 

.0 

2.4 

2,500-2,999 

45 

100.0 

11.1 

13.3 

20.1 

15.5 

11.1 

20.1 

4.4 

.0 

4.4 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

38 

94.7 

10.5 

7.9 

23.7 

15.8 

5.3 

10.5 

2.6 

.0 

7.9 

10.5 

4,000-4,999 

3  24 

95.8 

4.2 

8.3 

25.0 

8.3 

20.8 

12.5 

4.2 

8.3 

.0 

4.2 

5,000-9,999 

3  28 

100.0 

.0 

2L4 

14.3 

3.6 

7.1 

14.3 

10.7 

14.3 

10.7 

3.6 

10,000-19,999 

3  14 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

7.1 

21.4 

28.6 

14.3 

14.3 

14.3 

.0 

.0 

North  Carolina-South 

Carolina — white 

sharecroppers 

630 

97.1 

22.2 

16.7 

23.1 

13.2 

10.5 

7.6 

2.5 

1.0 

.3 

.0 

0-249 

37 

84 
153 

100.0 
98.8 
96.7 

28.6 
33.3 
20.9 

57.1 
17.9 
18.9 

14.3 
26.1 
28.1 

.0 
11.9 
14.4 

.0 
4.8 
9.2 

.0 
4.8 
3.9 

.0 
.0 
1.3 

.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

.0    ; 

.0, 

250-499    

500-749 

750-999 

149 
105 
69 

95.3 
98.1 
97.1 

23.4 
19.0 
20.3 

16.1 
20.0 
11.6 

20.1 
22.8 
13.1 

12.8 
8.6 
17.4 

6.0 
20.9 
13.0 

12.1 
4.8 
13.0 

3.4 

.0 

5.8 

.7 
1.0 
2.9 

.7 
1.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,999 

63 

98.4 

14.3 

6.3 

27.0 

17.5 

12.7 

9.5 

7.9 

3.2 

.0 

.0 



== 



See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  34. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  hy  income,  SO  analysis  units  in  23 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Analysis     unit     and 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

family-income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 
$10 

(4) 

$10- 
$19 

(5) 

$20- 
$39 

(6) 

$40- 
$59 

(7) 

$60- 
$99 

(8) 

$100- 
$199 

(9) 

$200- 
$299 

(10) 

$300- 
$499 

(11) 

$500- 
$999 

(12) 

$1,000 
or  over 

(13) 

FAR  MS— continued 

Oeorgia-Mississippi— 
white  sharecroppers 

All  incomes 

No. 
481 

Pet. 

95.0 

Pet. 

38.8 

Pet. 

23.5 

Pet. 
20.0 

Pet. 
7.9 

Pet. 

2.7 

Pet. 
1.9 

Pet. 
0.2 

Pd. 

0.0 

Pd. 

0.0 

Pd. 
0  0 

0-249     

3  16 

187 
201 

77 

87.6 
93.0 
96.5 
97.4 

50.0 
43.4 
38.8 
26.0 

18.8 
23.0 
25.8 
19.5 

12.5 
17.6 
19.9 
27.2 

.0 
6.4 
7.0 
15.6 

.0 
2.1 
3.0 
3.9 

6.2 

.5 

2.0 

3.9 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.3 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

0 

500-749    ... 

0 

750-999 

0 

North  Carolina- South 

Carolina— Negro 

operators 

All  incomes 

433 

97.6 

30.2 

24.0 

19.9 

n.8 

7.9 

2.3 

L2 

.2 

.0 

0 

0-249 

250-499 

3  28 
112 
108 
84 
54 
3  24 
3  23 

100.0 
97.3 
95.4 
98.8 
98.1 
95.8 

100.0 

60.7 
35.7 
27.8 
32.1 
16.7 
16.7 
17.4 

25.0 
27.7 
25.0 
15.5 
24.0 
25.0 
30.6 

10.7 
19.6 
25.0 
14.3 
20.3 
25.0 
21.7 

3.6 
11.6 

6.5 
16.7 
18.5 
12.5 
13.0 

.0 

1.8 
10.2 
11.9 
13.0 
8.3 
8.7 

.0 
.9 
.9 
7.1 
3.7 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.2 
.0 
8.3 
8.7 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.9 
.0 
.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
0 

500-749  

.0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

.0 
.0 
.0 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  operators 

All  incomes 

511 

97.8 

44.0 

25.2 

15.6 

8.0 

3.3 

1.6 

.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0-249     _. 

31 
178 
147 

91 

47 

3  17 

93.6 
96.1 
99.3 
98.9 
100.0 
100.0 

64.6 
52.8 
43.5 
38.4 
17.0 
23.5 

16.1 
24.7 
26.6 
26.4 
27.7 
23.5 

9.7 
13.5 
15.0 
14.3 
25.5 
29.6 

.0 

3.4 
10.9 

8.8 
14.9 
23.5 

3.2 
1.1 
2.0 

7.7 

8.5 

.0 

.0 
.6 
.7 
3.3 
6.4 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749-  -. 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

.0 
.0 

North  Carolina-South 

Carolina— Negro 

sharecroppers 

All  incomes 

0-249 

640 

94.2 

34.0 

25.1 

18.0 

8.3 

5.5 

2.7 

.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

42 
196 
208 
116 

66 
3  22 

90.5 
93.9 
94.7 
96.6 
92.9 
90.9 

42.8 
44.9 
30.8 
28.5 
17.9 
22.7 

28.6 
28.6 
26.0 
22.4 
16.1 
18.2 

14.3 
12.2 
16.3 
30.2 
23.2 
13.6 

2.4 
4.1 
11.5 
6.9 
14.3 
18.2 

2.4 
3.1 

6.7 
4.3 
8.9 
18.2 

.0 

1.0 

2.4 

3.4 

10.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 
1.0 

.9 
L8 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

500-749 

.0 
.0 

750-999    .       .... 

.0 

!        1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  sharecroppers 

All  incomes 

.0 
.0 

624 

93.6 

56.4 

20.7 

10.6 

3.4 

1.9 

.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0-249 

126 
307 
144 
47 

92.9 
93.8 
91.7 
100.0 

69.1 
61.2 
45.8 
23.4 

14.3 
21.5 
21.5 
29.8 

7.9 

7.5 

15.3 

23.4 

.8 
2.0 
4.2 
17.0 

.0 
1.6 
3.5 
4.3 

.8 
.0 
1.4 
2.1 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

0 

1        750-999 

.0 

1    1  See  table  35,  footnot 

2  Percentages  are  bas 

they  had  any  expenditi 

el. 

3d  on  t 
ires  for 

tie  total  ] 
medical  ( 

lumbe 
jare. 

r  of  fai 

nilies  i 

n  each 

class 

'colum 

n2),  r 

ggardle 

SS  of  M 

rhether 

3  All  percentages  in  this  class  are  based  on  fewer  than  30  cases. 
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Table  39. — medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts 

of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  hy  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 

1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs^ 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$^$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 
A n  inpnmps 

Num- 
ber 
3,118 

Per- 
cent 
79.6 

Per- 
cent 
24.9 

Per- 
cent 
21.7 

Per- 
cent 
21.3 

Per- 
cent 
6.4 

Per- 
cent 
1.6 

Per- 
cent 
2.1 

Per- 
cent 
1.2 

Per- 
cent 
0.3 

Per- 
cent 
0.1 

Per- 
cent 

(3) 

250-499 

61 
229 
408 
467 
425 
343 
282 
215 
163 
198 
201 
64 
62 

67.2 
75.1 
73.3 
79.0 
78.6 
81.3 
80.9 
83.7 
88.3 
82.3 
84.6 
71.9 
91.9 

39.3 
35.8 
30.7 
31.5 
25.2 
28.2 
19.9 
20.9 
19.6 
15.2 
9.0 
6.2 
16.1 

19.7 
16.6 
22.1 
24.0 
21.4 
25.6 
22.0 
27.4 
19.6 
22.7 
14.9 
17.2 
12.9 

6.6 
15.7 
13.5 
16.9 
21.2 
16.0 
25.8 
26.5 
29.5 
28.3 
38.8 
21.9 
29.0 

.0 
3.1 
3.9 
4.1 
6.1 
7.6 
5.3 
5.1 
11.7 
8.1 
12.9 
15.7 
11.3 

.0 

.9 

1.2 

.4 

.9 

.6 

4.3 

.9 

1.8 

3.5 

3.0 

3.1 

3.2 

.0 
2.6 

.5 
1.5 
1.9 
1.2 
2.1 
1.9 
4.3 
4.0 
3.5 
4.7 
8.1 

.0 
.0 
1.2 
.6 
1.9 
1.2 
.7 
.5 
1.8 
.5 
1.5 
3.1 
8.1 

.0 
.4 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.4 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
3.2 

1.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 

.3 

0.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-], 249       -    --- 

0 

1  250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

,0 

1,750-1,999 -.. 

4 

2  000-2,249 

0 

2  250-2  499 

.0 

2,500-2,999     

0 

3,000-3,999 

,0 

4  000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

0 

Plains  and  Mountain 

1,311 

85.7 

22.6 

25.7 

23.0 

6.9 

2.6 

2.6 

1.5 

.4 

1 

250-499 

*16 
73 
122 
171 
164 
181 
155 
116 
82 
110 
90 
31 

75.0 
84.9 
78.7 
89.5 
82.9 
86.7 
88.4 
94.0 
85.4 
82.7 
82.2 
87.1 

31.2 
37.0 
24.5 
25.  1 
25.0 
27.0 
20.0 
19.8 
17.1 
16.4 
12.2 
12.9 

43.8 
30.1 
23.0 
29.3 
25.0 
25.4 
25.8 
23.3 
25.6 
21.8 
23.4 
32.2 

.0 
13.7 
17.2 
22.8 
24.4 
21.5 
26.5 
26.7 
25.6 
24.6 
28.9 
22.6 

.0 
2.7 
6.6 
7.0 
3.7 
7.2 
8.4 
8.6 
9.8 
10.0 
6.7 
6.5 

.0 

.0 

4.1 

1.8 

1.8 

3.3 

3.2 

.9 

.0 

4.5 

4.4 

6.5 

.0 
1.4 
2.5 
2.9 
.6 
.6 
2.6 
7.8 
1.2 
4.5 
3.3 
3.2 

.0 

.0 

.8 

.0 

1.2 

.6 

1.9 

4.3 

4.9 

.0 

3.3 

3.2 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
2.6 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 

1.1 
.0 
.0 

1.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.2 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.8 
.0 
4.0 

.0 

500-749 

0 

750-999      .       . 

0 

1,000-1,249 

.6 

1  250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 ... 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,249 

.0 

2,250-2,499 

0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

Pacific 
All  incomes __        .  _  ... 

1,500 

83.1 

20.5 

22.4 

23.0 

7.7 

3.7 

2.6 

2.0 

.9 

1 

250-499  -.-     -. 

i  12 
63 
115 
191 
181 
172 
174 
144 
109 
142 
128 
44 
4  25 

1,  116 

66.7 
82.5 
84.3 
81.7 
81.2 
84.9 
85.6 
84.0 
82.6 
81.7 
82.8 
90.9 
76.0 

33.4 
38.0 
29.5 
26.2 
27.6 
20.9 
17.8 
14.6 
16.5 
12.7 
13.3 
9.1 
.0 

25.0 
25.4 
21.8 
22.0 
22.6 
23.8 
26.4 
16.0 
22.0 
21.8 
24.9 
18.2 
16.0 

.0 
11.1 
14.8 
21.0 
20.4 
26.7 
24.1 
30.5 
24.8 
23.3 
21.9 
38.6 
32.0 

8.3 
1.6 

11.3 
5.2 
4.4 
7.0 
5.2 

10.4 
8.3 

11.3 
9.4 

13.6 

12.0 

.0 
4.8 
2.6 
1.6 
2.8 

.6 
4.6 
6.2 
6.4 
6.3 
3.9 
4.5 
4.0 

.0 

.0 
2.6 
3.1 
2.2 
2.9 
4.0 
4.2 
2.8 
2.1 

.8 
2.3 

.0 

.0 
1.6 

.0 
2.6 

.6 
1.2 
2.9 
1.4 
1.8 
2.1 
4.7 
2.3 
8.0 

.0 
.0 

1.7 
.0 
.6 

1.2 
.6 
.7 
.0 
.7 

3.1 

2.3 
.0 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499  --- 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

6 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,249 _    -- 

.0 

2,250-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

7 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

4,000-4,999  ... 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

0 

Southeast— white  families 

93.2 

18.3 

22.4 

28.7 

11.6 

3.2 

3.9 

3.2 

1.5 

.4 

0 

250-499 

33 
83 
118 
153 
136 
132 
138 
106 
67 
69 
81 

84.8 
85.5 
94.1 
92.2 
94.1 
93.9 
94.2 
96.2 
95.5 
98.5 
90.1 

48.5 
26.5 
28.0 
19.0 
17.6 
21.2 
13.0 
12.3 
13.4 
7.5 
8.6 

21.2 

26.5 
29.7 
32.0 
17.6 
25.8 
18.8 
21.7 
16.4 
16.4 
8.6 

9.1 
19.3 
26.3 
25.5 
38.3 
27.3 
30.5 
33.1 
34.3 
34.3 
24.7 

.0 
10.8 
7.7 
7.2 
10.3 
8.3 
16.7 
11.3 
16.4 
25.3 
14.9 

3.0 
.0 
.8 
2.0 
4.4 
3.0 
3.6 
6.6 
4.5 
4.5 
3.7 

3.0 
1.2 
.0 
2.6 
1.5 
3.0 
5.8 
6.6 
4.5 
4.5 
12.3 

.0 
1.2 

.8 
3.9 
2.9 
3.0 
2.9 
2.8 
4.5 
1.5 
11.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.5 

2.3 

2.2 

.9 

1.5 

3.0 

6.2 

.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.9 
.0 
1.5 
.0 

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999      .     . 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999  . 

0 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

.0 
0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000  or  over 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  tablei 
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Table  39. — ■medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  oj  families  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 
1935-36~ConUnned 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-bom 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  formedicines  and  drugs  - 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

SMALL  CITIES- -con. 

Southeast — Negro 
families 

Num- 
ber 

475 

Per- 
cent 
86.5 

Per- 
cent 
43.2 

Per- 
cent 
23.6 

Per- 
cent 
15.2 

Per- 
cent 
2.5 

Per- 
cent 
0.6 

Per- 
cent 
0.8 

Per- 
cent 
0.4 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per- 
cent 
0  2 

0-249.      

47 

159 

108 

91 

50 

4  10 

*5 

45 

80.9 
81.8 
88.0 
91.2 
94.0 
80.0 
100.0 
100.0 

59.6 
52.8 
38.0 
40.6 
24.0 
10.0 
20.0 
20.0 

14.9 
21.4 
25.9 
26.4 
28.0 
20.0 
40.0 
20.0 

6.4 
6.3 
18.5 
17.6 
30.0 
40.0 
40.0 
40.0 

14.4 

.0 
1.3 
5.6 
3.3 

.0 
10.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
4.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
6.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
2.0 

:S 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

500-749 

.0 

Q 

750-999           

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499  

0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

20  0 

VILLAGES 

New  England 
AH  incomes 

743 

79.1 

35.5 

22.9 

3.5 

.7 

1.2 

.5 

.4 

.0 

0 

250-499 

'.  7 
42 
95 

126 

120 
98 
89 

109 
31 

4  26 

71.4 
81.0 
77.9 
77.0 
78.3 
80.6 
82.0 
75.2 
87.1 
88.5 

42.8  :       .0 

14.3 
9.5 
7.4 
14.3 
10.0 
14.3 
20.2 
18.3 
22.6 
23.1 

.0 

11.9 

.0 

1.6 

4.2 

2.0 

4.5 

2.8 

6.5 

11.5 

.0 
.0 
1.1 
.0 
.0 
1.0 
2.2 
.9 
.0 
.0 

14.3 

.0 
1.1 

.0 
1.7 
1.0 

.0 
2.8 
3.2 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
2.2 
.9 
.0 
.0 

.0 

2.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.8 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

40.5 
48.4 
42.0 
38.2 
32.7 
31.5 
22.9 
25.8 
23.1 

16.7 
19.9 
18.3 
24.2 
28.6 
21.4 
26.6 
29.0 
27.0 

.0 

750-999                    -  . 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499       

0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central 

All  incomes 

3,042 

70.1 

35.4 

17.2 

12.5 

3.2 

.7 

.7 

.3 

.1 

{') 

0 

250-499             

84 
360 
572 
575 
461 
283 
235 
253 
118 

70 

4  21 
4  10 

60.7 
66.9 
69.4 
74.1 
70.7 
68.9 
70.2 
67.6 
73.7 
80.0 
61.9 
40.0 

42.8 
45.8 
42.5 
37.5 
33.5 
29.3 
30.2 
23.4 
23.7 
27.2 
4.8 
.0 

10.7 
11.9 
14.9 
19.7 
19.5 
18.4 
16.2 
21.3 
21.2 
14.3 
23.8 
.0 

4.8 
6.3 
8.4 
11.7 
14.5 
14.8 
16.2 
17.0 
18.6 
25.7 
19.0 
30.0 

2.4 
1.4 
1.9 
3.5 
2.2 
4.6 
4.6 
4.3 
6.8 
7.1 
9.5 
.0 

.0 

.0 

1.0 

.3 

.2 

.7 

1.3 

.4 

1.7 

2.9 

4.8 

.0 

.0 

.6 
.5 

1.2 
.4 
.4 

1.3 
.4 

1.7 

1.4 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.6 
.0 
.2 

.4 
.7 
.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
10.0 

.0 
.3 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.4 
.0 
.0 

n 

500-749 

0 

750-999      

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,25(M.499 

1,500-1,749       

0 
0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499 

n 

2,500-2.999 

n 

3,000-3.999 

n 

4,000-4,999     

0 

5,000-9,999 

0 

Plains  and  Mountain 
All  incomes 

1,103 

81.8 

24.6 

22.7 

21.7 

6.8 

1.9 

2.4 

1.1 

.5 

.1 

.0 

250-499 

31 
126 
182 
155 
171 
131 

87 
125 

38 

36 

4  12 

49 

71.0 
78.6 
80.2 
82.6 
86.0 
84.0 
75.9 
83.2 
86.8 
83.3 
75.0 
88.9 

42.0 
38.8 
31.9 
22.6 

12.9 
16.7 
26.4 
29.1 

12.9 
15.9 
14.3 
21.9 
22  2 
27^5 
18.4 
27.2 
21.1 
41.6 

3.2 
3.2 
6.1 
3.9 

10.5 
6.9 

10.3 
6.4 

13.1 

11.1 
.0 

.0 

.8 

.5 

1.3 

2.3 

1.5 

3.5 

3.2 

7.8 

.0 

8.3 

.0 

.0 
2.4 

.  5 
1.3 
2.9 
3.8 

.0 
4.0 
2.6 
5.6 
16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.5 

1.9 

1.8 

.0 

1.1 

.8 

.0 

5.6 

8.3 

.0 

.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.8 
3.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1.499 

24.  6  !  21. 1 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

1.750-1  999 

21.4 
13.8 
18.4 
21.1 
11.1 

22.1 
25.3 
23.2 
21.1 
8.3 

.0 
0 

2,000-2,499              -  - 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4,999              -  - 

.0  :  25.0      16.  7 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

.0   i  22.  2      66.  7  i       .0 

.0 

= 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  39. — ^medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 
1935-36 — 'Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  ^ 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 

$19 

(6) 

$20- 

$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 

$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

VILLAGES— continued 
Pacific 

Num- 
ber 
1,471 

Per- 
cent 
79.5 

Per- 
cent 
19.5 

Per- 
cent 
21.4 

Per- 
cent 
22.8 

Per- 
cent 
8.1 

Per- 
cent 
3.0 

Per- 
cent 
1.9 

Per- 
cent 
2.0 

Per- 
cent 
0  5 

Per- 
cent 
0  3 

Per- 

cent 

OO 

250-499 

4  28 
107 
186 
211 
204 
202 
174 
208 
100 
51 

71.4 
73.8 
77.4 
75.4 
82.4 
78.7 
84.5 
82.2 
80  0 
84.3 

28.5 
32.8 
25.9 
18.1 
201 
18.3 
13.3 
19.2 
12.0 
9.8 

21.4 
14.0 
18.3 
21.9 
25.5 
17.8 
23.0 
23.6 
25.0 
23.5 

14.3 
12.1 

24.7 
19.5 
22.6 
25.7 
30  5 
22.1 
28.0 
9.8 

3.6 
9.3 
3.2 

11.8 
7.8 
9.4 
6.9 
8.2 
6.0 

13.7 

.0 
1.9 
3.2 

.9 
2.9 
3.0 
4.0 
3.8 
4.0 
5.9 

.0 
.9 
.5 
1.4 
2.5 
3.0 
1.7 
2.4 
1.0 
5.9 

3.6 
1.9 
1.6 
.9 
.5 
1.5 
4.0 
1.9 
2.0 
9.8 

.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
1.0 
.0 
5.9 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

750-999 

.0 
.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499       

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1  750-1  999 

0 

2,000-2,499           

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

Southeast— white  families 

2,100 

90  9 

21.9 

22.7 

23.3 

10  8 

3.7 

4.7 

2.7 

1.0 

.1 

(3) 

250-499 

63 
236 
257 
274 
286 
249 
173 
245 
124 
117 
40 
36 

88.9 
88.1 
92.6 
92.0 
90  9 
92.0 
94.2 
90  6 
88.7 
90  6 
82.5 
86.1 

42.8 
30  1 
29.9 
27.7 
24.1 
18.5 
13.9 
14.3 
12.9 
12.0 
7.5 
5.6 

15.9 
25.5 
26.1 
25,2 
23.8 
24.5 
20.8 
22.8 
16.2 
16.2 
12.5 
13.9 

23.8 
17.8 
22.2 
25.5 
24.5 
25.4 
22.5 
25.3 
23.4 
24.7 
25.0 
11.1 

3.2 

7.2 
7.4 
6.6 
10  8 
12.0 
12.7 
14.3 
13.7 
19.7 
12.5 
22.2 

.0 
2.1 
4.3 
1.5 
2.8 
3.6 
9.2 
4.1 
5.6 
2.6 
10.0 

.0 

1.6 
2.5 
2.3 
4.4 
4.2 
5.2 
8.7 
4.9 
8.9 
3.4 
7.5 
8.3 

1.6 
2.1 

.4 
1.1 

.7 
1.2 
5.8 
3.7 
4.8 
7.7 
5.0 
13.8 

.0 

.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.6 

.6 

1.2 

2.4 

3.4 

2.5 

5.6 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
5.6 

0 

500-749  

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499  

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499  

.0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

9 

4,000-4,999         

.0 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

Southeast— Negro 
families 

All  incomes.  _ - 

972 

83.0 

46.2 

22.0 

10.9 

2.5 

.8 

.3 

.1 

.1 

.1 

.0 

0-249 

146 
403 
268 
'     100 
44 
4  11 

74.7 
81.6 
85.4 
90  0 
90  9 
90  9 

59.0 
51.1 
40  6 
34.0 
29.5 
9.1 

13.0 
18.1 
26.1 
34.0 
31.8 
36.3 

2.7 
8.7 
14.2 
16.0 
22.7 
27.3 

.0 
3.0 
2.2 
4.0 
2.3 
9.1 

.0 
.5 
1.5 
1.0 
2.3 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.4 

1.0 
.0 

9.1 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.3 
.0 

.0 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

500-749 

.0 
.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

FARMS 

Vermont 
All  incomes 

537 

81.4 

38.3 

23.6 

12.5 

3.4 

1.1 

1.3 

.6 

.6 

.0 

0 

0-249  

*10 

4  28 
82 

111 
94 
74 
49 
44 
34 

4  11 

50  0 
75.0 
78.0 
82.9 
81.9 
78.4 
89.8 
81.8 
91.2 
81.8 

40  0 
53.6 
41.5 
46.9 
39.3 
20  7 
34.7 
22.7 
38.3 
18.2 

10  0 
10.7 
22.0 
21.6 
27.7 
24.3 
32.7 
22.7 
20.6 
36.3 

.0 

7.1 
8.5 
8.1 
10  6 
13.5 
14.3 
29.5 
17.6 
27.3 

.0 
.0 
2.4 
4.5 
1.1 
6.7 
2.0 
2.3 
8.8 
.0 

.0 
.0 

2.4 
.0 
.0 

1.4 

2.0 
.0 

5.9 
.0 

.0 

.0 

1.2 

.0 

2.1 

1.4 

4.1 

2.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 
3.6 
.0 
1.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.1 

1.4 

.0 

2.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

1,000-1,249     -. 

.0 
.0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  39.— medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  Jamilies  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  Jor  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 
1 935-36^Coni\n\iQ(l 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  havin 

g  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drags  2 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 

or 

over 

(13) 

FARMS— continued 
Nevj  Jersey 

Num- 
ber 
497 

Per- 
cent 
79.5 

Per- 
cent 
34.1 

Per- 
cent 
23.7 

Per- 
cent 
16.3 

Per- 
cent 

2.8 

Per- 
cent 
0.4 

Per- 
cent 
1.8 

Per- 
cent 
0.2 

Per- 
cent 
0.2 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per 

cent 

0.0 

0-249 

*11 
36 
41 
49 
73 
53 
51 
50 
62 
33 
38 

45.5 
75.0 
78.0 
69.4 
86.3 
79.2 
80.4 
86.0 
82.3 
84.8 
76.3 

18.2 
38.9 
36.6 
49.0 
28.8 
33.9 
37.3 
32.0 
22.6 
45.5 
29.0 

9.1 
19.4 
24.4 
14.3 
35.5 
20.7 
13.7 
34.0 
30.6 
24.2 
13.2 

.0 
13.9 
14.6 

.0 
17.8 
20.8 
19.6 
14.0 
22.6 
12.1 
28.9 

.0 
.0 
.0 
4.1 
1.4 
1.9 
5.9 
2.0 
6.5 
3.0 
2.6 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.4 
1.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

9.1 
2.8 
2.4 

.0 
1.4 

.0 
3.9 
4.0 

.0 

.0 
2.6 

9.1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
2.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499             -       -- 

500-749 

0 

750-999        

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499   

0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499 

2  500-2  999 

.0 
0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

Pennsylvania-Ohio 
All  incomes 

2,254 

73.1 

39.0 

20.2 

10.5 

2.0 

.5 

.6 

.3 

(3) 

(3) 

0 

0-249 

4  21 
100 
209 
304 
294 
312 
267 
197 
254 
135 
116 
4  26 
U9 

57.1 
80.0 
69.4 
71.4 
76.5 
71.8 
71.5 
74.1 
72.8 
76.3 
78.4 
73.1 
52.6 

38.0 
51.0 
49.7 
43.8 
43.6 
38.5 
32.6 
34.6 
35.4 
31.9 
31.7 
26.9 
21.0 

9.5 
13.0 
12.0 
16.1 
19.7 
20.8 
25.8 
22.8 
24.4 
17.0 
30.2 
26.9 
10.5 

4.8 
14.0 
5.3 
8.9 
9.9 
8.7 
10.5 
12.7 
9.4 
20.1 
14.7 
11.6 
15.8 

4.8 
1.0 
1.4 
1.6 
1.4 
2.2 
1.1 
1.0 
2.8 
5.9 
.9 
7.7 
5.3 

.0 

1.0 

.5 

.0 

.3 

1.0 

.4 

1.0 

.0 

.7 

.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.5 

1.0 

.3 

.6 

1.1 

1.0 

.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1.0 
.0 
.0 

1.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249... 

.0 

1  250-1,499 

0 

1, 500-1,749.  __ 

.0 

1.750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499---     

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

0 

Michigan-  Wisconsin 

1,067 

73.7 

31.9 

22.2 

14.2 

3.0 

1.0 

.9 

.3 

2 

.0 

0 

0-249 

U3 
53 
115 
176 
196 
169 
115 
80 
95 
4  25 
30 

100.0 
56.6 
71.3 
68.2 
74.5 
75.7 
79.1 
72.5 
78.9 
60.0 
93.3 

38.4 
24.5 
34.7 
31.2 
36.8 
28.9 
31.3 
30.1 
31.5 
24.0 
33.3 

23.1 
15.1 
20.0 
18.2 
21.9 
26.6 
20.9 
22.5 
23.2 
32.0 
33.3 

30.8 
11.3 
10.4 
15.3 
10.7 
15.4 
19.1 
15.0 
18.9 
4.0 
10.0 

.0 
1.9 
3.5 
2.3 
2.6 
3.0 
2.6 
2.5 
4.2 
.0 
13.4 

.0 

.0 

.9 

.0 

1.0 

1.8 

1.7 

1.2 

1.1 

.0 

3.3 

7.7 

3.8 

.9 

.6 

1.0 

.0 

1.7 

1.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
•0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499  . 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999-    --          

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

.n 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499... 

0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

,0 

Illinois-Iowa 
All  incomes 

1,642 

78.9 

36.2 

23.8 

13.8 

2.6 

.5 

1.3 

.5 

.0 

.1 

.1 

0-249 

250-499      - . 

4  26 
106 
206 
258 
252 
207 
161 
110 
139 
78 
63 

4  16 

4  20 

69.2 
67.9 
74.3 
73.3 
80.2 
82.1 
87.6 
86.4 
82.7 
88.5 
71.4 
68.8 
80.0 

42.3 
45.3 
38.3 
41.9 
39.3 
33.8 
34.2 
37.4 
31.0 
23.1 
25.4 
25.0 
10.0 

15.4 
16.0 
18.4 
17.4 
23.4 
29.4 
31.1 
23.6 
27.3 
35.8 
22.2 
37.6 
25.0 

3.8 
4.7 
11.2 
10.9 
11.5 
14.0 
18.0 
18.2 
19.4 
24.4 
12.7 
6.2 
35.0 

4.9 

2.3 

2.4 

2.9 

.0 

1.8 

3.6 

2.6 

6.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.6 
1.0 
.6 
.9 
.0 
.0 
1.6 
.0 
.0 

.0 
1.9 
1.5 

.8 

.8 
1.0 
1.9 
2.7 

.7 
1.3 
3.2 

.0 
5.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1.2 
.0 

1.2 
.9 
.7 

1.3 
.0 
.0 

5.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
0 

500-749 

0 

750-999_    

,0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

.6 
.0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999--- 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

.0 
.0 

5,000-9,999  .. 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  39. — medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 
1935-36— Conimned 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  2 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Dakota-Kansas 

All  income  classes 

Num- 
ber 
1,088 

Per- 
cent 

82.4 

Per- 
cent 

25.8 

Per- 
cent 
21.7 

Per- 
cent 
21.0 

19.2 
21.2 

Per- 
cent 

7.7 

Per- 
cent 
2.0 

.     .. 

Per- 
cent 

2.8 

Per- 
cent 
0.7 

Per- 
cent 
0.3 

Per- 
cent 
0.4 

Per- 
cent 
O.C 

104 
984 

78.8 
82.8 

27.9 
25.7 

17.3 
22.2 

6.7 
7.8 

2.9 
1.9 

3.8 
2.6 

1.0 

.7 

.0 
.3 

.0 

.4 

0 

Net  incomes 

0 

0-249                     --  - 

89 
165 
185 
177 
106 
89 
62 
39 
33 
4  23 
<16 

80.9 
77.6 
82.7 
86.4 
79.2 
85.4 
87.1 
79.5 
84.8 
87.0 
100.0 

24.8 
33.4 
29.2 
29.9 
23.5 
16.9 
19.4 
17.9 
6.1 
17.4 
18.8 
.. 

20.2 
23.7 
19.5 
23.7 
26.4 
29.3 
21.0 
17.9 
18.2 
4.3 
12.5 

21.4 
11.5 
22.7 
21.5 
14.2 
24.7 
25.8 
30.8 
4,5.4 
21.8 
37.5 

6.7 
4.2 
7.0 
6.2 
7.5 
10.1 
16.1 
2.6 
9.1 
21.8 
25.0 

2.2 

3.6 

2.2 

1.1 

1.9 

2.2 

.0 

.0 

3.0 

.0 

.0 

4.5 
1.2 
1.1 
2.8 
5.7 
1.1 
1.6 
2.6 
3.0 
8.7 
6.2 

.0 
.0 
.5 
.6 
.0 

1.1 
.0 

5.1 
.0 

8.7 
.0 

1.1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1.6 
.0 
.0 

4.3 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.5 
.6 
.0 
.0 
1.6 
2.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 

c 

250-499 

c 

500-749   

0 

750-999                    .  _ 

0 

1,000-1,249 

c 

1.250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749     _ 

0 

1  750-1  999 

0 

2,000-2,499...       .     . 

0 

2  500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

South  Dakota-Montana- 
Colorado 

All  incomes 

447 

73.4 

17.9 

25.3 

21.1 

5.2 

.4 

2.0 

.4 

.7 

.4 

0 

0-249           

31 
60 

75 

84 

56 

45 

*23 

4  25 

4  26 

4  13 

49 

80.6 
68.3 
68.0 
71.4 
69.6 
80.0 
82.6 
80.0 
84.6 
69.2 
66.7 

29.0 
20.0 
24.1 
11.9 
14.3 
20.1 
17.4 
12.0 
23.1 
7.7 
.0 

29.0 
16.7 
20.0 
33.3 
30.3 
22.2 
30.5 
28.0 
27.0 
15.4 
11.1 

16.2 
24.9 
18.7 
19.0 
17.8 
22.2 
21.7 
20.0 
19.2 
38.4 
44.5 

3.2 

5.0 

1.3 

4.8 

3.6 

11.1 

4.3 

12.0 

11.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 
1.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

.0 

1.3 

1.2 

1.8 

2.2 

8.7 

8.0 

.0 

.0 

11.1 

3.2 
.0 
.0 

1.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

1.3 
.0 

1.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 

3.8 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 

1.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

7.7 
.0 

0 

250-499 

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999             

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

Washington-  Oregon 

948 

76.9 

24.3 

24.4 

17.7 

6.2 

1.5 

2.2 

.4 

.1 

.1 

.0 

0-249 

4  17 

63 
142 
117 
120 
113 
100 

72 
102 

42 

46 

4  14 

.58.8 
.58.7 
68.3 
80.3 
83.3 
73.5 
84.0 
73.6 
84.3 
83.3 
82.6 
85.7 

17.6 
30.2 
30.3 
26.5 
26.7 
23.0 
25.0 
19.4 
23.5 
7.1 
17.4 
14.3 

17.6 
7.9 
19.7 
23.1 
26.7 
25.7 
30.0 
25.0 
33.3 
23.8 
21.7 
35.8 

11.8 
11.1 
12.7 
23.1 
17.5 
16.8 
20.0 
18.1 
16.6 
26.2 
21.7 
21.4 

5.9 
6.3 
4.2 
5.1 
6.6 
6.2 
4.0 
8.3 
5.9 
14.3 
8.7 
7.  1 

5.9 
1.6 

.7 

.0 
3.3 

.0 
2.0 

.0 
2.0 
2.4 
4.3 

.0 

.0 
1.6 

.7 
1.7 
1.7 

.9 
2.0 
2.8 
2.0 
9.5 
6.6 
7.  1 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1.0 
.0 

2.2 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

500-749 

.0 
0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4.999 

.0 

Oregon— part-time 
All  incomes 

383 

83.8 

22.2 

21.4 

25.0 

10.7 

2.3 

1.3 

.3 

.3 

.3 

.0 

250-499 

42 
4  17 

44 
50 
63 
62 
44 
55 
4  29 
4  17 

50.0 
88.2 
86.4 
82.0 
81.0 
77.4 
88.6 
89.1 
89.7 
76.5 

.0 
41.2 
31.9 
16.0 
28.6 
29.0 
11.4 
18.2 
13.8 
5.9 

.0 
17.6 
15.9 
22.0 
23.9 
19.4 
24.9 
20.0 
27.6 
23.5 

50.0 
23.5 
29.6 
30.0 
19.0 
12.9 
31.8 
32.8 
20.7 
29.5 

.0 
5.9 
4.5 
8.0 
9.5 
9.7 
9.1 
14.5 
24.2 
17.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.0 

.0 

4.8 

4.5 

1.8 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.5 

2.0 

.0 

.0 

2.3 

1.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  39. — ^medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  for  mdeicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States} 
1935-36~Cont\mied. 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  2 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

FAKMS— continued 

California 

All  incomes 

Num- 
ber 

888 

Per- 
cent 

88.4 

Per- 
cent 
23.2 

Per- 
cent 
26.6 

Per- 
cent 
24.2 

Per- 
cent 
8.0 

Per- 
cent 
1.9 

Per- 
cent 
2.1 

Per- 
cent 
0.9 

Per- 
cent 
0.8 

Per- 
cent 
0.7 

Per 

cent 
0.0 

0-249 

4  20 
51 
74 
87 
71 
93 
91 
76 

137 
79 
66 

4  24 

U9 

85.0 
88.2 
85.1 
86.2 
-87.3 
88.2 
86.8 
89.5 
92.7 
89.9 
87.9 
87.5 
89.5 

40.0 
29.4 
39.1 
34.5 
26.8 
25.8 
22.0 
17.1 
16.7 
13.9 
12.1 
12.5 
15.8 

20.0 
19.6 
24.3 
23.0 
26.8 
36.5 
20.9 
26.3 
34.3 
25.3 
24.3 
25.1 
15.8 

20.0 
19.6 
13.5 
23.0 
25.3 
11.8 
32.9 
34.3 
22.6 
31.6 
27.3 
20.8 
36.8 

.0 
13.7 
2.7 
4.6 
5.6 
5.4 
4.4 
5.3 
12.4 
8.9 
13.7 
20.8 
15.8 

.0 
3.9 
1.4 
.0 
.0 
1.1 
3.3 
.0 
2.2 
5.1 
4.5 
.0 
.0 

5.0 
2.0 
1.4 
1.1 
1.4 
3.2 
1.1 
2.6 
1.5 
3.8 
3.0 
.0 
5.3 

.0 
.0 

2.7 
.0 
.0 

2.2 

2.2 
.0 

1.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.6 
.0 
1.3 
3.0 
8.3 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.4 
2.2 
.0 
1.3 
1.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499  

.0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1.499 

0 

1,500-1, 749- _- 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4,999     - 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

North  Carolina  self-suf- 
ficing counties— white 
operators 

All  incomes 

607 

83.4 

38.5 

25.4 

12.9 

3.8 

.2 

1.8 

.2 

.3 

.3 

.0 

0-249 

UO 

78 

138 

156 

107 

63 

39 

M6 

50.0 
74.4 
76.1 
83.3 
91.6 
92.1 
92.3 
100.0 

50.0 
50.0 
41.4 
34.7 
39.2 
31.7 
28.2 
37.6 

.0 
16.7 
18.1 
30.8 
31.8 
31.7 
30.8 
12.5 

.0 
3.8 
12.3 
12.8 
15.0 
12.8 
25.6 
25.0 

.0 
2.6 
3.6 
1.9 
1.9 

11.1 
5.1 

12.5 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
6.2 

.0 
1.3 

.0 
1.9 
3.7 
3.2 

.0 
6.2 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.  7 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.6 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
1.6 
.0 
.0 

0 

250-499 

0 

500-749 

0 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

0 
0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

North  Carotin a-South 
Carolina— white  oper- 
ators 

All  incomes 

1,944 

94.4 

18.9 

23.1 

29.8 

12.4 

3.0 

4.7 

1.4 

.7 

.3 

.1 

0-249 

4  22 
123 
237 
284 
271 
237 
177 
121 
204 
105 
95 
42 
4  26 

95.5 
91.1 
94.5 
93.0 
96.7 
95.8 
94.9 
93.4 
94.1 
93.3 
94.7 
95.2 
96.2 

27.3 
23.6 
31.7 
18.0 
20.7 
19.0 
12.4 
13.2 
13.7 
17.1 
14.7 
11.9 
11.6 

36.4 
28.5 
26.6 
27.8 
21.4 
19.0 
24.9 
21.5 
20.6 
18.1 
18.9 
19.0 
15.4 

13.7 
26.9 
21.9 
28.1 
33.5 
31.6 
31.0 
32.3 
32.8 
26.6 
29.5 
42.9 
38.5 

4.5 
8.1 
6.8 
10.6 
12.2 
14.8 
16.4 
12.4 
14.7 
18.1 
15.7 
9.5 
15.4 

.0 
.8 
3.8 
2.8 
2.6 
2.1 
2.8 
4.1 
3.9 
4.8 
3.2 
2.4 
3.8 

4.5 
1.6 
2.5 
3.9 
3.0 
6.3 
5.1 
4.1 
5.4 
6.7 
10.6 
9.5 
7.7 

9.1 
.0 
.4 
1.4 
2.6 
1.3 
1.1 
1.7 
2.0 
1.9 
1.1 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.8 
.0 
.4 

.6 
3.3 

.0 

.0 
1.1 

.0 
3.8 

.0 
.8 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.6 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499    . 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

0 

1,500-1,749. 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

1.0 
.0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4,999 

n 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

Georgia-Mississippi — 
white  operators 

1,257 

92.0 

38.3 

22.8 

19.6 

6.1 

1.5 

2.2 

.7 

.7 

.1 

.0 

0-249 

250-499 .     - 

48 

168 

300 

240 

142 

102 

62 

45 

41 

45 

38 

4  24 

4  28 

4  14 

87.5 
91.1 
89.3 
91.2 
93.7 
96.1 
95.2 
97.8 
92.7 
97.8 
84.2 
87.5 
96.4 
100.0 

37.5 

58.4 

50.4 

38.3 

33.9 

34.3 

32.2 

26.7 

14.6 

17.8 

15.8 

4.2 

3.6 

.0 

25.0 
19.0 
19.0 
22.5 
31.0 
27.4 
24.2 
24.4 
26.9 
26.7 
29.0 
16.7 
10.7 
14.3 

12.5 
7.7 
14.7 
22.1 
20.4 
18.6 
25.8 
31.2 
36.6 
28.9 
13.2 
24.9 
42.8 
50.1 

.0 
4.8 
3.0 
5.0 
3.5 
10.8 
6.5 
8.9 
4.9 
13.3 
10.5 
20.8 
17.8 
14.3 

.0 

.6 

.3 

.8 

1.4 

2.0 

.0 

2.2 

2.4 

.0 

2.6 

16.7 

10.7 

7.1 

12.5 

.6 

1.3 

2.1 

1.4 

2.0 

6.5 

.0 

4.9 

6.7 

7.9 

.0 

.0 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

.3 

.0 

1.4 

.0 

.0 

4.4 

.0 

2.2 

2.6 

.0 

3.6 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

.3 

.4 

.7 

1.0 

.0 

.0 

2.4 

2.2 

2.6 

4.2 

3.6 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
3.6 
.0 

.0 
.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249     -     ._. 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999-.-     -     -. 

n 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

.0 
0 

3,000-3,999     . 

0 

4  000-4  909 

0 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

10,000-19,999 

0 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  39. — ^medicines  and  dbugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts                \ 
0/  expenditures  Jor  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^                 \ 
1935-36 — ^Continiied                                                                                                                           j 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born]                                                  : 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

(1) 

Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  2                   : 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$10- 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250                  : 
or                      : 
over                   : 

(13)                     : 

FARMS— continued 

North    Carolina-South 
Carolina— white  share- 
croppers 

\11  incomes 

Num- 
ber 
630 

Per- 
cent 
92.5 

Per- 
cent 
27.6 

Per- 
cent 
26.3 

Per- 
cent 
21.2 

Per- 
cent 
9.0 

Per- 
cent 
3.8 

Per- 
cent 
2.9 

Per- 
cent 
1.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.5 

Per- 
cent 
0.2 

Per-                   ! 

cent                    : 
0.0                  : 

0-249    

4  7 
84 
153 
149 
105 
69 
63 

100.0 
91.7 
94.8 
90.6 
92.4 
95.7 
88.9 

28.6 
33.4 
25.4 
28.2 
29.5 
30.5 
17.5 

42.8 
23.8 
28.8 
29.5 
26.6 
20.3 
20.6 

28.6 
25.0 
25.4 
14.8 
19.0 
18.9 
26.9 

.0 
8.3 
9.8 
5.4 
8.6 
10.1 
17.5 

.0 

.0 

3.3 

4.7 
4.8 
5.8 
4.8 

.0 
1.2 

.7 
4.7 
2.9 
8.7 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.7 
1.3 
1.0 
1.4 
1.6 

.0 
.0 
.7 
1.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0                  : 
•0                 : 

:S 

.0 
.0 
.0 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999    . 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
white  sharecroppers 

All  incomes 

481 

87.5 

51.0 

20.2 

11.2 

3.7 

.6 

.6 

.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0-249           --  -. 

M6 

187 
201 

77 

68.8 
86.6 
87.1 
94.8 

62.6 

59.4 
48.8 
33.7 

.0 

18.2 
18.9 
32.5 

.0 

5.3 
12.4 

24.7 

.0 
3.2 
5.0 
2.6 

.0 
.0 
1.5 
.0 

6.2 
.5 
.0 

1.3 

.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

250-499 

500-749       

750-999 

North    Carolina-South 
Carolina— Negro  oper- 
ators 

All  incomes 

433 

91.9 

33.3 

27.5 

21.0 

6.5 

1.8 

1.6 

.0 

.2 

.0 

.0 

0-249 

4  28 
112 
108 
84 
54 
4  24 
4  23 

96.4 
89.3 
90.7 
90.5 
98.1 
91.7 
95.6 

50.0 
40.1 
29.6 
31.0 
27.7 
33.3 
17.4 

28.5 
30.4 
30.6 
21.4 
29.6 
16.7 
26.1 

17.9 
14.3 
19.4 
21.4 
27.7 
29.2 
39.2 

.0 
3.6 
7.4 
9.5 
9.3 
8.3 
4.3 

.0 
.9 
2.8 
2.4 
.0 
4.2 
4.3 

.0 
.0 
.9 
4.8 
1.9 
.0 
4.3 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.9 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

250-499    .      . 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  operators 

All  incomes 

511 

92.6 

53.4 

19.8 

12.7 

4.5 

.8 

.8 

.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0-249 

31 

178 
147 
91 

47 

4  17 

90.3 
90.4 
94.6 
92.3 
95.7 
94.1 

64.5 
65.1 
48.9 
50.5 
36.2 
11.7 

12.9 
14.6 
27.9 
17.6 
17.0 
35.3 

9.7 
7.9 
11.6 
13.2 
27.7 
35.3 

3.2 
2.2 

8.5 
5.9 

.0 

.0 

1.4 

1.1 

.0 

5.9 

.0 
.6 
.0 
1.1 
4.2 
.0 

.0 
.0 

.7 
1.1 
2.1 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

North   Carolina-South 
Carolina— Negro  share- 
croppers 

All  incomes. 

640 

87.0 

43.8 

23.1 

13.4 

4.8 

.8 

.8 

.0 
.0 
.5 
.9 
3.6 
4.5 

.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0-249    

42 
196 
208 
116 

56 
4  22 

88.1 
88.3 
86.1 
89.7 
82.1 
81.8 

66.7 
53.6 
41.3 
37.1 
21.4 
27.3 

9.5 
23.0 
22.6 
29.3 
25.0 
18.2 

7.1 
7.1 
15.9 
17.2 
23.2 
13.6 

4.8 
3.6 
4.3 
4.3 
7.1 
18.2 

.0 
1.0 

.5 

.9 
1.8 

.0 

.0 
.0 
1.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

250-499      - 

500-749 

750-999      

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

See  footnotes  at  en 

a  of  ta 

ble. 
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Table  39. — medicines  and  drugs:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified  amounts 
of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs,  by  income,  30  analysis  units  in  23  States,^ 
1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 


(1) 


FARMS— continued 

Georgia-Mississippi- 
Negro  sharecroppers 

All  incomes 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 


Fami- 
lies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs  ^ 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 

$5 

(4) 

$5-$9 
(5) 

$1(^ 
$19 

(6) 

$20- 
$29 

(7) 

$30- 
$39 

(8) 

$40- 
$59 

(9) 

$60- 
$99 

(10) 

$100- 
$149 

(11) 

$150- 
$249 

(12) 

$250 
or 
over 

(13) 

Num- 
ber 
624 

Per- 
cent 
82.5 

Per- 
cent 
58.1 

Per- 
cent 
15.9 

Per- 
cent 
6.7 

Per- 
cent 
1.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.3 

Per- 
cent 
0.5 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

Per- 
cent 
0.0 

126 

307 

144 

47 

83.3 
81.8 
81.2 
89.4 

68.2 
65.8 
43.7 
25.6 

9.5 
11.4 
24.3 
36.2 

5.6 
4.3 
9.7 
17.0 

.0 

.3 

1.4 

6.4 

.0 
.0 

2".  1 

.0 

.0 

1.4 

2.1 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1  See  table  35,  footnote  1. 

2  Percentages  are  based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether  they 
had  anv  expenditures  for  medicines  and  drugs. 

3  0.0050  percent  or  less. 

4  All  percentages  in  this  class  are  based  on  fewer  than  30  cases. 

Table  40. — health  and  accident  insurance  premiums:  Number  of  families 
having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  health  and  accident  insurance  premi- 
ums, by  income.  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  analysis  unit,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include 

1  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of 

expenditures  for  health  and  accident 

Familv-income 

Fami- 

msurance premmms 

class  (dollars) 

lies 

Un- 
der 
$10 

$100 

Any 

$10- 

$20- 

$30- 

$40- 

$50- 

$60- 

$70- 

$80- 

$90- 

amount 

$19 

$29 

$39 

$49 

$59 

$69 

$79 

$89 

$99 

over 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

(14) 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

All  incomes 

3,042 

738 

196 

191 

130 

76 

50 

26 

23 

13 

7 

6 

20 

250-499 

84 

8 

6 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

500-749 

360 

43 

18 

10 

8 

2 

2 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

750-999 

572 

124 

33 

51 

18 

8 

4 

3 

1 

0 

2 

1 

3 

1,000-1,249__. 

575 

124 

33 

34 

27 

13 

7 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1,250-1,499_^. 

461 

113 

37 

28 

23 

6 

10 

4 

1 

0 

2 

0 

2 

1,500-1,749___ 

283 

88 

20 

21 

18 

7 

8 

6 

4 

3 

0 

0 

1 

1,750-1,999_^. 

235 

77 

19 

18 

11 

12 

8 

3 

2 

1 

1 

0 

2 

2,000-2,499___ 

253 

84 

19 

14 

15 

15 

3 

3 

6 

2 

0 

1 

6 

2,500-2,999_^. 

118 

39 

7 

6 

3 

9 

6 

2 

3 

2 

0 

0 

1 

3,000-3,999.  _. 

70 

20 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

0 

1 

2 

0 

1 

1 

4,000-4,999__. 

21 

11 

0 

2 

2 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

2 

5,000-9,999.  __ 

10 

7 

1 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1  See  Glossary  for  definitions  of  terms  used  in  this  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2— 

Families  reporting 

number  of  days 

of2- 

Average  3  number 
of  visits— 

Average  *  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 

pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 
(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

SMALL  riTIES 

North  Central 
All  incomes 

No. 
3,118 

No. 
1,529 

No. 
1,243 

No. 
27 

No. 
365 

No. 

45 

No. 
50 

No. 
10.97 

No. 
6.92 

No. 

4.85 

Bays 

11.97 

Bays 

16.07 

Days 

8.64 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

61 
229 
408 
467 
425 
343 
282 
215 
163 
198 
201 
64 
62 

15 

81 

187 

223 

212 

176 

154 

115 

85 

101 

112 

30 

38 

15 
70 
156 

if? 

144 
119 
88 
71 
81 
101 
25 
33 

1 
0 
0 
3 
1 
2 
5 
3 
3 
2 
5 
2 
0 

3 
11 
32 
48 
49 
41 
42 
22 
26 
31 
31 
14 
15 

2 
1 
5 
2 
6 
4 
3 
2 
7 
5 
2 
3 
3 

1 
0 
1 
3 
9 
5 
6 
4 
5 
5 
4 
3 
4 

12.93 
7.92 
8.39 
9.69 
12.62 
10.42 
11.94 
15.17 
10.45 
12.55 
9.19 
14.27 
13.32 

7.20 
5.71 
5.96 
5.95 
6.15 
6.53 
7.35 
6.92 
8.21 
8.36 
8.38 
11.00 
9.36 

5  2.00 

"'i.'oo 

5  1.00 

6  1.00 

1.40 
25.00 

2.67 
5  7.00 

3.20 
5  1.50 

10.67 
8.91 
11.91 
8.12 
10.33 
9.39 
11.69 
11.50 
14.88 
16.64 
18.64 
13.14 
11.20 

5  29.50 

5 10.  00 
6.60 

5  6.00 
22.67 
14.50 
12.67 

5 13.  00 
25.14 
12.00 

512.00 
10.67 
19.67 

5  7.00 

"s'i'oo 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

11.67 
5.89 
5.80 
6.50 
9.00 

12.20 

10.20 
9.75 
9.00 

13.25 

Plains  and  Moun- 
tain 

All  incomes 

1,311 

630 

410 

41 

196 

27 

30 

10.88 

6.54 

6.78 

12.83 

9.96 

7.80 

250-499 

16 

73 

122 

171 

164 

181 

155 

116 

82 

110 

90 

31 

9 

28 
50 
88 
74 
86 
89 
62 
37 
56 
35 
16 

3 
22 
34 

47 
48 
60 
57 
40 
24 
31 
31 
13 

0 

1 
5 
5 
3 
5 
7 
4 
2 

5 
2 
2 

1 

10 
19 
29 
26 
23 
16 
17 
12 
19 
17 

7 

0 
0 
6 
4 
3 
3 
2 
1 
1 
1 
3 
3 

0 
0 
1 
4 
3 
2 
6 
3 
2 
4 
3 
2 

10.78 
9.04 
9.10 
11.27 
10.62 
10.06 
10.36 
11.37 
12.05 
13.64 
10.26 
13.00 

3.67 
4.09 
5.65 
4.42 
8.54 
5.52 
6.75 
8.98 
4.38 
6.71 
8.58 
9.08 

"s'e.'oo 

5.80 

7.40 

5.33 

4.60 

4.43 

19.00 

5  2.50 

8.40 

5  1.50 

5  5.00 

5  4.00 
14.40 
14.26 
12.38 
14.15 
17.22 

9.31 
15.41 
10.00 
11.  10 
10.  65 

7.00 

500-749 

750-999 

12.00 

11.50 
5.33 

12.67 
5  4.50 
5  8.00 
5  14.00 
5  5.00 
7.33 

11.33 

5  10  00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

10.25 
3.00 

5  8.50 
7.33 
9.67 
5 18.  50 
4.25 
9.00 

5  4.00 

Pacific 
All  incomes 

1,500 

666 

336 

13 

210 

26 

33 

9.55 

4.23 

5.69 

10.42 

15.12 

5.73 

250-499 

12 
63 
115 
191 
181 
172 
174 
144 
109 
142 
128 
44 
25 

3 
22 
52 
90 
80 
68 
75 
77 
42 
65 
63 
18 
11 

2 
8 

22 
38 
42 
39 
33 
45 
20 
39 
32 
11 
5 

0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
3 
2 
0 
3 
1 
1 
1 
0 

0 

7 

14 
27 
23 
22 
28 
22 
16 
20 
20 
6 
5 

0 
0 
3 
1 
0 
5 
5 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
1 

0 
0 
1 
3 
2 
3 
4 
5 
1 
7 
4 
3 
0 

3.00 
8.41 
5.81 

10.47 
7.59 
9.60 
7.79 
8.43 

10.55 
9.88 

14.46 
9.67 

23.64 

5 13. 00 
2.62 
4.73 
3.42 
2.76 
5.02 
4.73 
4.24 
2.70 
4.46 
5.03 
4.18 
9.40 

500-749 

's'l.'oO 
16.33 
5  2.00 

""i.'oo 

5  7.00 
5  2.00 
5  7.00 

7.14 
16.07 
7.85 
7.43 
10.86 
10.  18 
15.04 
10.06 
9.75 
11.70 
9.00 
6.40 

750-999 

10.33 
5  1.00 

18."  60 
12.40 
5  4.50 
5  5.00 
5 16.  50 
5 14.  00 
12.33 
5  89.00 

5  2.00 
4.00 

5  4.00 
8.00 
2.75 
2.60 

53.00 

10.  14 
3.50 

10.33 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41.— medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-bom] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2— 

Families  reporting 

number  of  davs 

of2- 

Average  ^  number 
of  visits— 

Average  ^  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

No. 
523 

Home 

(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— con. 

Southeast— white 
families 

All  incomes 

No. 

1,116 

No. 
562 

No. 

No. 
137 

No. 
39 

No. 
44 

No. 
9.02 

No. 
7.13 

No. 
2.14 

Days 
16.02 

Days 

17.97 

Days 
8.36 

250-499 

33 
83 
118 
153 
136 
132 
138 
106 
67 
69 
81 

12 
37 
50 
73 
66 
63 
69 
57 
24 
27 
45 

14 
36 
56 
82 
70 
64 
63 
61 
36 
35 
45 

0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 

3 
9 
10 
17 
21 
15 
15 
8 
12 
25 

0 
2 
5 
4 
2 

5 
1 
5 
1 

7 

0 
1 
4 
1 
6 
6 
4 

1 
1 
13 

4.50 
6.11 
6.58 
8.71 
10.53 
7.90 
9.32 
8.23 
9.42 
11.37 
14.11 

5.00 

2.14 
5.31 
6.62 
6.86 
6.41 
6.12 
7.89 
6.66 

10.30 
8.03 

10.18 

"3.33 

"5"i."6o 

'5"  2."  00 

"s'i.'oo 

5  13.50 

5.67 

48.  11 

11.90 

14.35 

7.86 

8.00 

10.13 

47.38 

18.92 

12.48 

500-749 

5 12.  00 
10.00 

9.25 
55.00 
10.43 

6.60 
53.00 

4.40 
57.00 
63.14 

5  6.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000or  over_-_- 

4.75 

5  8.00 

7.00 

5.33 

9.50 

3.71 

53.00 

5  6.00 

14.46 

Soufheast— Negro 
families 

All  incomes 

475 

160 

206 

0 

15 

6 

1 

4.14 

14.27 

8.50 

53.00 

0-249 

47 

159 

108 

91 

50 

10 

5 

5 

12 

47 

39 

37 

15 

4 

4 

2 

11 

55 

59 

48 

23 

4 

3 

3 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
6 
3 
5 
0 
0 
0 

0 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 

1.67 
2.91 
3.69 
9.16 
4.73 
5.50 
2.00 
5  29.50 

2.73 
3.14 

4.61 
4.46 
4.26 
9.75 
2.00 
6.67 

250-499 

500-749 

5  21.00 
19.83 
11.67 
7.80 

9.67 
59.00 
54.00 

750-999 _     

1,000-1,249 

1, 250-1,499 

53.00 

1,500-1,749      - 

1,750-1,999 

VILLAGES 

New  England 
All  incomes 

743 

366 

353 

20 

87 

15 

14 

7.46 

6.39 

8.10 

18.82 

14.33 

10.43 

250-499 

7 
42 
95 
126 
120 
98 
89 
109 
31 
26 

4 
20 
33 
59 
58 
51 
55 
53 
21 
12 

6 
17 
37 
60 
50 
47 
52 
52 
20 
12 

0 
0 
0 
3 
4 
5 
1 
7 
0 
0 

0 
2 
1 

18 
12 

17 
18 
4 
6 

0 
1 
2 
4 
0 
3 
1 
0 
1 
3 

0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 

6.00 
6.75 
5.39 
8.08 
6.86 
7.16 
6.98 
8.70 
9.28 
9.50 

5.50 
4.59 
5.70 
6.22 
6.20 
6.47 
6.75 
6.31 
9.95 
5.83 

500-749 

750-999-     

"1.33 

8.50 
13.20 
5  6.00 

7.43 

5  21.00 
5  6.00 
14.39 
18.58 
17.33 
10.65 
29.72 
28.25 
20.33 

5  12.00 
5  12.00 
17.25 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

22.33 

13.67 
5 10.  00 

5  30."  00 
9.67 

53.00 
5  6.00 
5.33 
5 12.  00 
510.50 

Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central 

All  incomes 

3,042 

1,625 

1,220 

27 

295 

63 

47 

11.05 

7.60 

4.00 

12.58 

11.75 

8.30 

250^99 

500-749 

84 

360 

572 

575 

461 

283 

235 

253 

118 

70 

21 

10 

23 

169 

290 

313 

267 

149 

143 

149 

69 

40 

8 

5 

20 

132 

234 

232 

195 

108 

101 

108 

55 

27 

5 

3 

0 
1 
4 
5 
4 
3 
1 
7 
0 
2 
0 
0 

2 
23 
27 
49 
54 
34 
29 
24 
27 
16 
6 
4 

1 
4 
10 
13 
12 
4 
5 
7 
2 
3 
2 
0 

0 
0 
0 
3 
10 
7 
4 
6 
5 
7 
4 
1 

10.61 
8.74 
9,22 
10.25 
12.19 
11.34 
11.59 
13.86 
13.  71 
14.42 
13.00 
13.20 

6.00 
6.33 
6.94 
7.46 
8.10 
9.62 
7.46 
7.86 
7.58 
8.15 
4.20 
27.67 

5"l."00 

2.75 
3.20 
1.00 
14.67 
5  2.00 
3.57 

52.50 

5  12.00 
14.04 
10.11 
11.96 
11.  15 
17.65 
14.03 
12.92 
9.56 
12.69 
13.67 
10.75 

5 10.  00 
16.75 
10.00 
12.15 

8.33 
14.00 
19.60 
14.28 
55.50 

8.67 
57.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1.250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3.999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

4.00 
4.20 
9.71 
6.25 
8.00 
10.00 
14.28 
10.  50 
53.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2— 

Families  reporting 

number  of  days 

of2- 

Average  ^  number 
of  visits— 

Average  ^  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

familv-income  class 

■(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 

(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

VILLAGES—COn. 

Plains  and 
Mountain 

All  incomes 

No. 
1,103 

No. 
501 

No. 

380 

No. 
37 

No. 
146 

No. 

28 

No. 
30 

No. 

8.52 

No. 
6.13 

No. 
6.08 

Bays 
14.12 

Days 

12.71 

Bays 
11.60 

250-499 

31 
126 
182 
155 
171 
131 
87 
125 
38 
36 
12 
9 

10 
43 
88 
72 
81 
69 
37 
50 
22 
21 
6 
2 

7 
40 
66 
50 

26 
36 
15 
13 
6 
2 

0 
1 
4 
5 
8 
8 
1 
3 
2 
3 
2 
0 

4 
11 
18 
15 
26 
20 
14 
21 
6 
9 
1 
1 

0 
3 
5 
5 
5 
1 
3 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 

0 
2 
3 
4 
4 
2 
3 
7 
0 
4 
1 
0 

9.20 
6.91 
7.25 
7.79 
8.79 
6.55 
9.22 
9.58 
10.68 
11.33 
33.00 
6 13.  00 

6.43 
5.70 
5.26 
7.06 
5.59 
6.38 
7.42 
5.33 
5.60 
7.46 
10.33 
5 10.  00 

"5"2."o6 

7.25 
15.60 
3.38 

4.88 

5  1.00 

9.00 

5  5.50 

3.00 

5  1.00 

12.25 
17.09 
16.61 
14.73 
11.62 
13.10 
16.50 
17.75 
10.67 
8.00 
5  2.00 
53.00 



9.67 
19.00 
8.80 
14.40 
5  28.00 
8.33 
5 14.  00 
59.00 
5  8.50 

500-749 

5  1.50 

750-999 

10.00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

10.00 
10.75 

5  11.00 

9.33 
23.57 

"'4.00 

5  1.00 

Pacific 
All  incomes 

1,471 

674 

405 

18 

179 

32 

29 

10.03 

6.16 

8.44 

11.92 

17.97 

7.45 

250-499 

28 
107 
186 
211 
204 
202 
174 
208 
100 

51 

11 
34 
71 
99 
95 
96 
94 
97 
54 
23 

8 
31 
28 
50 
53 
52 
72 
58 
39 
14 

0 
2 
2 
1 
2 
3 
3 
3 
2 
0 

0 
9 

20 
27 
17 
27 
25 
25 
19 
10 

0 
1 
6 
3 
4 
2 
4 
6 
4 
2 

0 
0 
3 
3 
3 
6 
3 
3 
4 
4 

8.54 
6.35 
6.75 
8.13 
9.81 
10.08 
7.64 
15.01 
14.06 
14.39 

5.75 
4.39 
2.96 
6.62 
5.64 
4.71 
5.76 
7.28 
8.77 
12.50 

500-749 

5  5.00 

5  4.00 

5  10.00 

5  5.00 

7.33 

9.00 

18.00 

5  5.50 

7.56 
11.35 
14.11 
11.29 
15.00 
12.04 
8.52 
9.16 
17.20 

5 14.  00 
12.33 
17.33 
13.00 

5  7.  00 
39.25 
11.00 
27.25 
5 18.  50 

750-999 

8.33 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

3.67 
6.33 
15.33 
6.67 
3.33 
6.25 
3.50 

Southeast— white 
families 

All  incomes 

2,100 

960 

1,080 

86 

256 

57 

82 

8.18 

7.55 

6.57 

13.61 

11.19 

7.44 

250-499    .  . 

63 
236 
257 
274 
286 
249 
173 
245 
124 
117 
40 
36 

28 
110 
130 
138 
139 
104 
86 
94 
56 
50 
17 
8 

28 
126 
141 
145 
143 
117 
95 
129 
63 
58 
23 
12 

1 
4 
2 
6 
7 
6 
9 
20 
13 
5 
6 
7 

1 
17 
19 

45 
30 
22 
14 
9 

1 
3 
4 
3 

10 
6 
5 

11 
7 
6 
0 
1 

0 
2 

1 
5 
7 
11 
6 
13 
15 
10 
4 
8 

4.18 
7.19 
7.47 
6.76 
8.06 
7.12 
9.38 
9.37 
10.02 
10.70 
15.06 
15.62 

5.50 
7.11 
7.11 
4.91 
5.71 
8.79 
7.23 
7.94 
11.17 
12.07 
10.39 
15.83 

5  1.00 

2.50 
5  3.00 
3.50 
4.57 
3.67 
12.33 
4.05 
8.38 
12.08 
7.83 
3.71 

516.00 
15.82 
11.84 
7.95 
8.21 
12.89 
14.11 
14.84 
18.80 
15.32 
12.71 
14.22 

5  1.00 

13.67 
6.00 
9.67 
9.40 
13.67 
7.20 
15.27 
10.71 
11.  50 

5  19.00 

500-749 

5  3  50 

750-999 

5  1.  00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

5.20 
4.14 
5.64 
4.83 
8.15 
11.20 
8.10 
8.75 
8.25 

Southeast — Negro 
families 

All  incomes 

972 

373 

456 

5 

24 

10 

1 

3.86 

4.05 

5.20 

n.i7 

6.10 

55.00 

0-249 

146 
403 
268 
100 
44 
11 

39 

148 
105 
54 
20 

7 

61 
182 
132 
48 
26 
7 

0 

1 
0 
3 
1 
0 

1 

'I 

4 
3 

1 

2 
3 

4 
1 
0 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

2.77 
2.86 
4.68 
5.67 
4.05 
4.43 

2.06 
3.66 
4.64 
6.46 
4.50 
2.57 

"53:00 

"3.^67 
512.00 

57.00 

13.00 

15.00 

5.50 

11.67 

5  1.00 

5  1.00 

6.00 
10.00 

5  1.00 

250-499 

55.00 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249-. - 

1,250-1,499 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


144       MISC.    PUBLlCATIOISr    4  02,    U.    S.    DEPT.    OF    AGRICULTURE 

Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  re-porting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  hy  income,  SO 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit  and 

(■amilv-income  class 

(dollars) 


(1) 


Fam- 
ilies 


(2) 


Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2— 


Of  physi- 
cians 


Of- 
fice 


(3) 


Home 

(4) 


To 
clin- 
ics 


(5) 


Families  reporting 

number  of  days 

of2— 


Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 


(6) 


Private 
nursing 
service 


At 
home 


(7) 


At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 


Average  ^  number 
of  visits— 


Of  physi- 
cians 


Of- 
fice 


(9) 


Home 
(10) 


To 
clin- 


(11) 


Average  ^  days  of- 


Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 


(12) 


Private 

nursing 
service 


At 
home 


(13) 


At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 


FARMS 

^'eTTnont 
Allincomes__. 


No. 
531 


No. 

275 


No. 
230 


No. 


No. 
53 


No. 


No. 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1, 000-1, 249- _ 
1, 250-1, 499_-. 
1, 500-1, 749__ 
1,750-1,999-. 
2,000-2,499__. 
2,500-2,999_.. 

New  Jersey 

All  incomes 


497 


333 


No. 
8.55 


No. 
6.76 


18.25 

15.11 
5.86 
7.22 
5.82 
9.92 

13.32 
8.33 

10.22 
3.43 


5.00 

9.86 

9.73 

5.85 

7.35 

5.61 

6.05 

9.00 

4. 

7.20 


3    15.73 


No. 


Days 

15.49 


Days 
30.23 


Bays 


535.00 
16.60 
10.80 
11.20 
17.00 
17.40 
9.67 
22.45 
59.00 
5.33 


53.00 


574.00 


542.  00 


30.25 

'5"5."00 
22.75 
514.00 


5.00 
5.67 
7.00 


5 10.  00 


11.38    47.25 


10.34 


14.33 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1. 249_ 
1,250-1,499. 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999. 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3,999- 


Pennsylvania-Ohio 
All  incomes 


2,254 


852 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249- 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999- 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2.999- 
3,000-3,999- 
4,000-4.999- 
5,000-9,999 


Mich  igan-T\  Iscon- 

sin 

All  incomes 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2.499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 


21 
100 
209 
304 
294 
312 
267 
197 
254 
135 
116 
26 
19 


13 

36 

95 

174 

164 

195 

165 

113 

154 

89 

74 

20 

11 


1, 067       495 


288 


16.14 
11.33 

14.20 
13.11 
20.63 
16.75 
15.91 
15.70 
17.4 
15.40 
11.53 


25.83  _. _ 
13.80  5  45.00 
5.00:510.00 
13. 15i-__ 


7.33    91.33 

6.50 
18.28 

5.12 
10.26 
10.831  5  1.00 
13.17 


53.00 


513.00 
8.33 
53.00 
13.00 
5  2.00 
5  6.50 
5  6.00 
13.00 
11.25  515.00 
57.00 
12.67  514.00 


516.00 


514.00 


164 


57 


0 

0 

6 

3 

11 

1 

9 

7 

20 

3 

27 

6 

18 

8 

26 

6 

19 

10 

21 

5 

6 
n 

6 
9 

11.29 


.22    19.57 


13.62 
10.03 


0 
1 
0 
2 
3 
4 
4 
4 
1 
3 
0 
0 
Ol  22.27i 


10.26 
11.40 
10.17 
11.15 
14.4' 
10.31 
12.36 
20.30 


11.17 

5.34 

8.29 

6.90 

7.99:524.50 

9.81 

5.49:5  23.00 

8.79,516.00 

8.47 

8.291510.00 
11.17 
10.61 
13.00 


55.00 


104 


14 


5    11.50 


26.75 
7.48 
17.00 
11.28 
12.49 
11.42 
9.49 
10.69 
9.78 


5.84 


10.50 
5.19 
3.90 
5.96 
6.10 
5.72 
4.49 


3.78 


11.47 


53.50 

57.00 

1.75' 

3  1.00 

45  5  15.00 
4.  59   5  1.  50 

5.75 

9.20  5  6.00 


9.33 

8.75 
8.33 
10.71 
10.36 
14.20 
13.17 
10.07 
10.50 
14.75 
12.25 


53.00 


14.53 


6.91 


67  55.00 
00 

55.50 
3.67 
1.75 
5.00 
5.75 
55.00 
23.33 


13.78 


530.00 
57.00 

512.00 
5  6.00 
55.50 
55.00 
59.00 

5  36.50 


510.00 
5 14.  00 


513.00 

"s'e.'oo 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  re-porting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2 — 

Families  reporting 
number  of  days 

Of2— 

Average  3  number 
of  visits— 

Average  ^  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 
(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

Illinois-Iowa 
All  incomes 

No. 
1,642 

No. 

912 

No. 
432 

No. 
6 

No. 

185 

No. 
19 

No. 
31 

No. 
10.80 

No. 
5.05 

No. 
9.67 

Days 
15.  18 

Days 

17.00 

Days 
5.68 

0-249 

26 

106 

206 

258 

252 

207 

161 

110 

139 

78 

63 

16 

20 

5 

53 

112 

131 

130 

123 

96 

64 

84 

49 

37 

12 

16 

3 

15 
42 
65 
68 
55 
46 
34 
51 
22 
21 
4 
6 

0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 

1 

2 
12 
17 
24 
27 
20 
16 
18 
21 
15 
8 
2 
3 

1 
0 
4 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
5 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
2 
2 
6 
8 
2 
3 
2 
2 
3 
0 
0 
1 

7.80 
7.49 
9.82 
9.88 

n.  13 

11.63 
11.47 
11.89 
10.57 

9.73 
14.05 

7.33 
19.25 

9.33 
3.67 

3.88 
4.02 
5.66 
5.18 
4.61 
7.91 
4.18 
6.50 
4.10 
8.25 
8.33 

'5"2"00 
5  14.00 
54.00 
5  20.00 

5  17^00 

6"i."6o 

53.50 

9.58 

8.65 

13.83 

15.59 

18.15 

8.56 

19.72 

25.52 

15.67 

16.00 

5  6.00 

6.67 

54.00 

"5.'00 
5  2.50 

5  12.00 
5  6.00 

5  12.00 

5  28.00 
4L20 

250-499 

54.50 

500-749  

57.50 

750-999 

6.33 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2.500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

5.12 

5  3.  00 
3.67 

6  7.00 
55.50 

5.67 

5 14.00 

North  Dakota- 
Kansas 

All  income  classes.. 

1,088 

540 

207 

30 

145 

26 

18 

11.70 

4.78 

6.13 

14.28 

23.00 

9.22 

Net  losses 

104 
984 

57 
483 

13 
194 

4 
26 

19 
126 

1 
25 

2 
16 

12.40 
11.62 

4.69 
4.78 

7.75 
5.88 

11.74 
14.66 

55.00 
23.72 

54.00 

Net  incomes 

9.88 

0-249 

89 

165 

185 

177 

106 

89 

62 

39 

33 

23 

16 

42 
79 
74 
89 
47 
50 
40 
20 
18 
15 
9 

12 
31 
26 
40 
21 
13 
19 
11 
12 
6 
3 

3 
5 
3 
5 
3 
4 
1 
0 
0 
2 
0 

11 

16 

25 

27 

12 

14 

6 

8 

2 

2 

3 

0 
6 

7 
1 
2 
1 
2 
3 
1 
2 

0 

1 
4 
4 
3 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

10.95 
8.20 
11.77 
10.96 
10.04 
12.92 
13.08 

14.  10 
13.83 

15.  40 
28.22 

4.33 
3.48 
5.58 
3.50 
5.67 
2.00 
3.00 
6.64 
10.17 
12.67 
3.33 

1.67 

2.60 
14.00 

2.20 
17.33 

3.25 
55.00 

'5'6."60 

13.00 

9.56 

17.12 

16.85 

13.75 

13.78 

6.67 

10.12 

59.00 

5  56.00 

19.67 

"'9."  33 
10.14 

5  8.00 
5  20.50 

6  5.00 
5  15.00 

70.00 
5  90.00 
5  41.00 

55.00 

250-499 

4.75 

500-749 

750-999 

11.  50 
9.33 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3.999 

5  30.00 
59.50 

5"il6o 

South  Dakota- 
Montana-Colorado 

All  incomes 

447 

159 

61 

9 

47 

5 

9 

7.73 

4.66 

7.00 

15.23 

27.20 

7.11 

0-249 

31 
60 
75 
84 
56 
45 
23 
25 
26 
13 
9 

10 

20 

25 

32 

19 

12 

5 

9 

17 

8 

2 

4 
6 
6 
14 
10 
7 
4 
5 
3 
0 
2 

0 

1 
5 
1 

13 
2 
9 
4 
6 
4 
1 
1 

0 
1 
1 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

1 
0 

1 
1 
1 

3 
0 

1 
1 
0 

12.40 
8.30 
7.84 
9.06 
7.89 
3.83 
6.80 
5.11 
4.41 
12.25 
5  2.00 

6.00 
1.83 
1.67 
4.28 
4.50 
5.86 
6.50 
10.20 
2.00 

'«"5.'00 

5  16.00 
5  1.  00 

5  1.00 

5  14.00 
5  10.00 
5  16.00 

5  1.00 

'5"  LOO 

6  3.00 

5  6.00 
16.80 
53.00 
15.69 

5  25.50 

12.78 

13.00 

5.83 

16.00 

5  90.00 

5  12.00 

250-499 

5  30.00 
5  39.00 
5  12.50 

542.00 

6  12.00 

500-749  ... 

750-999 

5  10  00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

5  15.00 

57.00 

2.67 

"5' 3.' 00 
6  9.00 

, 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
units  in  23  States,^    1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2 — 

Families  reporting 
number  of  days 

0f2— 

Average  3  number 
of  visits— 

Average  <  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
i7,a- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 

(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 

(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

FARMS — continued 
Washington-Oregon 
All  incomes 

No. 
948 

No. 
414 

No. 
159 

No. 
6 

No. 
105 

No. 

8 

No. 
22 

No. 
8.04 

No. 
3.56 

No. 
4.00 

Days 
14.  31 

Bays 
22.12 

Days 

7.27 

0-249 

17 
63 
142 
117 
120 
113 
100 
72 
102 
42 
46 
14 

8 
16 

4 
49 
55 
58 
54 
36 
50 
18 
17 

9 

2 
9 
19 
17 
20 
22 
14 
14 
16 
15 
9 
2 

0 
0 

1 
0 

1 
1 

1 

0 
2 
0 
0 
0 

2 
3 
7 

16 
6 
12 
14 
10 
18 
4 

10 
3 

0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
1 
3 
0 
0 
1 
0 

.0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
2 
3 
5 
3 
0 
5 
1 

5.50 
8.25 
7.04 
7.63 
7.56 
5.98 
6.65 
8.22 
9.38 
10.72 
13.18 
18.44 

5  6.00 
2.56 
3.53 
4.82 
3.20 
4.59 
1.86 
2.64 
3.31 
4.00 
2.33 

5 10.  00 

'5'6.'60 

5 10."  00 
5  2.00 

5  1.00 

'5"2.'50 

5  15.50 

4.33 
11.71 
13.19 

8.50 
12.92 
16.14 
24.80 
15.94 

3.25 
17.50 

3.67 

250-499 

500-749 

8.00 

5  6  00 

750-999 

5  2  00 

1,000-1,249 

l,250-l,499r. 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5Y19.OO 
6.67 

5114".60 

5  11.00 

4.67 
4.00 
8.33 

"i2.'20 
54.00 

Oregon—part-time 
All  incomes 

383 

157 

76 

7 

38 

2 

11 

10.30 

4.54 

4.00 

10.03 

«15.50 

3.73 

0-249 

0 
2 
17 
44 
50 
63 
62 
44 
55 
29 
17 

0 
0 
7 
18 
16 
28 
18 
20 
25 
18 
7 

0 
1 
5 
5 
9 
11 
6 

16 
13 
7 
3 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
2 

1 
2 
0 

1 

0 
0 
1 
6 

7 
7 
3 
1 
7 
5 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

2 
4 
2 
0 
1 
0 
1 
1 

250-499 

"'5.' 57 
10.33 
7.38 
6.57 
14.50 
13.85 
12.20 
11.78 
5.00 

5  2.00 
5.20 
7.40 
2.11 
3.27 
2.83 
4.94 
4.69 
6.14 
8.33 

500-749 

5"5."60 

'5"2."00 
5  6.00 
54.50 

"5'4.'66 

510.00 
10.50 
15.57 
6.43 
5.00 

5  1.00 

12.43 

7.80 

5 12.  00 

750_999 

52'i."6o 
5  10.00 

5  2  00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

4.75 
57.00 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

5  LOO 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

6  2.00 

5  1.00 

California 
All  incomes 

888 

456 

178 

6 

77 

9 

14 

14.87 

6.43 

2.83 

17.83 

18.11 

10.86 

0-249 

20 
51 
74 
87 
71 
93 
91 
76 
137 
79 
66 
24 
19 

11 
21 
28 
41 
44 
43 
51 
38 
78 
48 
32 
11 
10 

1 
9 
9 
18 
7 

19 
22 
15 
29 
24 
18 
4 
3 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 
1 

0 

1 
1 

1 
1 

0 
0 

0 
5 
4 
8 
6 
11 

6 
10 

8 
10 

0 

2 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

2 

0 
1 
2 
1 
1 
0 

0 
2 
2 
0 
1 
2 

? 

3 
1 
0 
0 
0 

16.36 
12.00 
15.82 
8.34 
16.86 
14.23 
17.39 
18.95 
12.60 
15.08 
16.81 
19.73 
14.10 

53.00 
5.33 
9.00 
4.22 
7.71 

11.84 
3.36 
7.33 
4.55 
6.71 
5.44 

17.75 
4.00 

250-499 

'5"5."6o 

5  1.00 

5  1  ."60 

5  1.00 

5  8.00 

5  1.00 

15.40 
19.00 
15.00 

8.67 
10.27 
14.43 
11.50 
10.10 
11.88 
56.10 

5  21.00 

511.50 

500-749        

55.50 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5'2i.'00 
5  10.00 

"5"5.'60 
540.  50 

5  1.00 

5  14.00 

5  28.00 
5  10.50 
57.50 
516.00 
11.00 
55.00 

5,000-9,999 

54.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified                 : 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  hy  income,  30                 '• 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36— Continued                                                                        : 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born]                                                   \ 

Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2 — 

Families  reporting 

number  of  days 

of2— 

Average  3  number 
of  visits— 

Average  *  days  of—                    : 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 

clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private                        • 
nursing                        • 
service                        : 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 

(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At                         : 
hos- 
pital                    1 

(14)                    i 

FARMS— continued 

North  Carolina  self- 
sufficing  counties- 
white  operators 

All  incomes 

No. 
607 

No. 
155 

No. 
200 

No. 
0 

No. 

35 

No. 
2 

No. 
6 

No. 
4.01 

No. 
3.02 

No. 

Days 
12.06 

Days 
5  20.00 

; 

Days 
7.33 

0-249 

10 
78 
138 
156 
107 
63 
39 
16 

0 
12 
29 
42 
31 
23 
11 

7 

6 

28 
38 
49 
35 
19 
16 

9 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
2 
6 
13 
4 
4 

0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 

1 

? 

1 

1 

"2."  67 
3.96 
2.95 
2.81 
7.52 
4.00 
6.57 

2.50 
1.64 
2.05 
4.41 

2.88 
2.89 
3.75 
3.78 

250-499 

54.50 
14.50 
9.38 
19.00 
14.75 
13.40 
5  2.00 

500-749 

520.'00 

54.00 
53.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249      -- 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

55.00 
5  25.00 
53.00 

North    Carolina- 
South  Carolina- 
white  operators 

All  incomes 

1,944 

1,108 

1,066 

13 

251 

38 

56 

8.82 

5.17 

3.00 

12.80 

11.08 

8.61 

0-249 

22 
123 

237 

284 

271 

237 

177 

121 

204 

105 

95 

42 

26 

11 

67 

125 

156 

147 

141 

110 

74 

124 

60 

57 

21 

15 

12 
55 
124 
165 
151 
139 
105 
68 
108 
57 
44 
22 
16 

0 

1 
1 
0 

1 

2 
1 
2 
1 
0 
3 
1 
0 

0 
9 

27 
25 
28 
31 
27 
17 
33 
18 
18 
10 
8 

0 
2 
4 
3 
6 
9 
3 
0 
4 
3 
3 
0 
1 

0 
1 
5 
4 
7 
6 
6 
4 
10 
5 
3 
2 
3 

6.18 
6.91 
5.03 
7.99 
7.35 
8.89 
10.39 
16.20 
9.18 
9.27 
8.38 
13.71 
15.13 

2.92 
5.22 
3.71 
4.50 
6.16 
4.74 
4.86 
6.19 
5.78 
5.07 
6.84 
6.27 
6.88 

250-499 

5  1.00 

53.00 

"5"6.00 
5  1.50 
54.00 
5  2.50 

5  1.00 

"5.00 

5  1.00 

8.78 
14.07 
17.76 
10.00 
11.35 

9.26 
14.47 
13.09 

9.44 

8.22 
26.60 
20.88 

5  6.00 
9.75 
5.67 
17.33 
11.22 
16.00 

"'6.50 
7.67 
10.00 

5'2i.'00 

54.00 
3.20 
11.00 
15.57 
11.50 
3.00 
25.00 
4.00 
5.40 
5.67 
510.50 
5.67 

500-749 

750-999-         

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

Georgia-Missis- 
sippi—white   op- 
erators 

All  incomes 

1,257 

603 

507 

29 

84 

9 

27 

6.82 

5.13 

12.07 

19.98 

12.11 

14.74 

0-249 

8 

168 

300 

240 

142 

102 

62 

45 

41 

45 

38 

24 

28 

14 

3 
69 
141 
118 
66 
53 
30 
22 
22 
24 
19 
14 
11 
11 

2 

59 

120 

102 

66 

41 

24 

16 

19 

22 

11 

9 

9 

7 

0 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
2 
0 
3 
3 
3 
2 
7 
2 

0 

0 

5 

11 

13 

10 

2 

5 

5 

9 

9 

5 

9 

1 

0 
0 
2 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
4 
4 
1 
0 
1 
2 
1 
5 
3 
5 
1 

2.67 
7.07 
5.82 
6.67 
6.85 
7.70 
4.63 
6.45 
6.82 
7.08 
11.95 
9.93 
7.64 
9.18 

5  6.50 
2.58 
5.24 
5.87 
4.24 
3.76 
6.54 
3.38 
4.74 
6.09 

15.73 
4.22 
4.11 

13.28 

250-499 

5  1.00 
511.00 

5  2.00 
54.00 
57.00 
5 12.  50 

'2.67 

4.67 

5.00 

57.00 

29.28 

5  13.00 

500-749-     

20.40 

9.36 

14.62 

12.50 

5  22.50 

8.00 

30.60 

9.11 

45.67 

20.40 

35.78 

53.00 

515.00 
55.00 

5  1.00 

59.50 

"4.' 55 

3.75 
5  2.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

10,000-19,999—- 

See  footnotes  i 

5 10.' 60 
5  22.00 

5  14.00 

5  2.50 
5  6.00 

32.40 

24. 67                      ! 

20. 40                     : 

5  2.  00                      : 

it  end 

of  tal 

)le. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  re-porting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  incoyne,  30 
'     ■    units  in  23  States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2 — 

Families  reporting 

number  of  days 

of2— 

Average  ^  number 
of  visits — 

Average  ^  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  phys- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 

(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 
(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

Nortti    Carolina- 
South  Carolina- 
white    sharecrop- 
pers 

All  incomes 

No. 
630 

No. 
359 

No. 
348 

No. 
3 

No. 
59 

No. 

12 

No. 

8 

No. 
7.53 

No. 
4.72 

No. 
4.00 

Days 
13.39 

Days 
10.00 

Days 
7.75 

0-249 

7 
84 
153 
149 
105 
69 
63 

3 
38 

87 
89 
59 
42 
41 

3 

48 
78 
78 
59 
38 
44 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 

0 
4 

12 
13 
11 
11 

0 
0 
2 
5 
0 
3 
2 

0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 
2 

2.00 
6.87 
5.88 
8.86 
6.74 
10.10 
7.68 

3.33 
3.79 
3.69 
5.60 
3.61 
8.53 
4.32 

250-499        

"5"5."00 
53.50 

5.25 
15.00 
19.77 

7.64 
10.64 
16.38 

's's.lo 
11.40 

"10."  67 
57.00 

53.00 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

5  18.50 
54.00 
55.50 

Georgia  -  Mississip- 
pi —  white   share- 
croppers 

All  incomes 

481 

239 

189 

2 

13 

1 

1 

5.32 

2.65 

53.00 

8.38 

5  12.00 

5  8.00 

0-249             -  - 

16 

187 
201 

77 

7 
87 
94 
51 

el 

91 
25 

0 
1 
1 
0 

0 
4 
5 
4 

0 
1 
0 
0 

0 
0 

1 

0 

2.14 
4.10 
5.55 
7.39 

5.12 

250-499 

2.94 
2.15 
2.92 

5  1.00 

55.00 

3.75 
10.60 
10.25 

5  12.00 

500-749 

750-999 

5  8.00 

North    Carolina- 
South  Carolina- 
Negro  operators 

All  incomes 

433 

231 

187 

2 

17 

2 

0 

5.95 

3.46 

5  23.50 

12.29 

5  6.00 

0-249             -  - 

28 
112 
108 
84 
54 
24 
23 

15 
51 
57 
44 
37 
12 
15 

7 
45 
45 
40 
27 
13 
10 

0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

1 

0 

0 
2 
3 
6 
3 
0 
3 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

1 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

3.20 
3.33 

4.24 
9.09 
6.68 
6.33 
12.80 

L86 
2.80 
2.89 
3.58 
4.85 
5.00 
4.00 

250-499 

'5"3.'00 
5  44".06 

514.50 
14.00 
12.50 
13.33 

500-749 

750-999 

siaoo 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

7.67 

5  2.  00 

Georgia  -  Mississip- 
pi—Negro  opera- 
tors 

511 

31 
178 
147 
91 
47 
17 

214 

170 

0 

4.46 

2.79 

5  14.00 

0-249 

5 

66 
55 
50 
29 

9 

6 

56 
50 
35 
16 

7 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2.20 
3.61 
4.87 
4.54 
5.86 
4.44 

2.67 
2.28 
3.18 
2.88 
3.44 
2.28 

250-499 

5  14.00 

600-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

-r.. 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  41. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  income,  30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  reporting 
number  of  visits  2— 

Families  reporting 
number  of  days 

Of2- 

Average  3  number 
of  visits— 

Average  <  days  of— 

Analysis  unit  and 

family-income  class 

(dollars) 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(5) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physi- 
cians 

To 
clin- 
ics 

(11) 

Hos- 
pital- 
iza- 
tion 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(1) 

Of- 
fice 

(3) 

Home 
(4) 

At 
home 

(7) 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(8) 

Of- 
fice 

(9) 

Home 

(10) 

At 
home 

(13) 

Days 
4.57 

At 
hos- 
pital 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

North   Carolina- 
South   Carolina- 
Negro    sharecrop- 
pers 

All  incomes 

No. 

640 

No. 
344 

No. 
270 

No. 
2 

No. 
25 

No. 

7 

No. 
0 

No. 
4.51 

No. 
2.90 

No. 
5  7.50 

Days 
14.04 

Days 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

42 
196 
208 
116 
56 
22 

20 
95 
118 
71 
29 
11 

9 

67 
101 
56 
29 

8 

0 
1 
0 
0 

1 

0 

4 
7 
7 
5 
0 

2 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2.95 
4.13 
4.85 
3.70 
6.00 
8.45 

1.78 
2.48 
3.09 
2.95 
3.48 
13.00 

"si."  00 
5  12^00 

5  8.00 
15.  25 
13.43 
14.14 
16.20 

5  4.00 

7.00 

5  1.50 

1,000-1,249      ^__ 

1,250-1,499 

Oeorgia-Mississip- 
pi— Negro    share- 
croppers 

All  incomes 

624 

270 

188 

1 

6 

3 

0 

3.04 

5  1.00 

n.  17 

4.00 

0-249 

126 
307 
144 

47 

40 
126 
66 
38 

28 
86 
50 
24 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
4 
2 
0 

1 
2 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

3.35 
2.26 
3.49 
4.53 

2.28 
2.62 
2.72 
3.38 

5  1.00 

5  5.50 

250-499  

Vi.'oo 

8.50 
5  16.50 

500-749 

750-999 

1  See  table  35,  footnote  1.  Physicians'  visits  and  other  services  for  which  no  charge  was  made  are  ex- 
cluded from  this  table. 

2  Excludes  families  that  had  expenditures  for  the  specified  type  of  service  but  did  not  report  the  number 
of  visits  or  days.  The  number  of  families  thus  excluded  may  be  obtained  by  subtracting  the  counts  in 
columns  3-8  from  the  corresponding  counts  of  families  having  expenditures  (table  35). 

3  Averages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (columns  3-5)  that  had  visits  of  the  specified 
type  and  reported  the  number  of  such  visits. 

*  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  each  class  (columns  6-8)  that  had  services 
of  the  specified  type  and  reported  the  number  of  days. 
5  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Table  42. — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  occupation  and  income  and  by  family 
type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  and  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  units, ^  1935-36 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit,  occupational 

group,  family  type,  and  income 

class  (dollars) 


(1) 


Fam- 
ilies 


(2) 


Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 


Any 
amount 


(3) 


Un- 
der 
$10 

(4) 


$10- 
$19 

(5) 


$20- 


(6) 


$40- 


(7) 


$60- 
$99 

(8) 


$100- 
$199 


(9) 


$200- 
$299 


(10) 


$300- 
$499 


(11) 


$500- 
$999 

(12) 


$1,  000 

or 
over 

(13) 


MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  AND  NORTH 
CENTRAL  VILLAGES 

Occupational  groups: 

Wage-earner 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

Clerical,  business,  and  pro- 
fessional  

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

Family-type  groups: 

Typel 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

Type  2 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 


No. 
1,652 


Pet. 

95.1 


Pd 

18.6 


Pet 
17.3 


Pet. 

22.0 


Pet 
14.2 


84 
254 
409 
374 
246 
129 

72 

59 
3  20 

35 


83.3 
92.5 
95.4 
96.8 
97.2 
96.1 
97.2 
94 

100.0 
lOOO 


46.4 

32.6 

21.0 

14.4 

10.2 

9.3 

8.3 

5.1 

.0 

.0 


16.6 
17.7 
19.1 
17.6 
18.7 
10.1 
23.6 
11.9 
5.0 
.0 


9.5 
19.7 
24.3 
23.3 
21.2 
22.4 
18.1 
37.2 
20.0 
.0 


1.2 
6.7 
11.7 
14.4 
15.1 
10.9 
13.8 
16.9 
5.0 
60.0 


4.8 
8.3 
12.0 
16.6 
17.9 
21.7 
18.1 
10.2 
30.0 
20  0 


Pet. 

8.2 

4.8 
5.1 
6.1 
8.6 
9.3 
15.5 
9. 

8.5 
25.0 
200 


Pet. 

1.5 

.0 
1.6 

.7 
LI 
2.4 
3.1 
1.4 
3.4 

.0 

.0 


Pet. 
1.1 


.0 

.8 

.5 

.5 

L6 

2.3 

1.4 

1.7 

15.0 

.0 


Pet. 
0  4 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.3 
.8 
.8 
2.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 


Pet. 

00 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 


1,390 


95.8 


106 
163 
201 
215 
154 
163 
118 
76 
98 
65 

3  21 

3  10 


94.3 
95.1 
94.5 
96.3 
94.8 
97.5 
99.2 
96.1 
93.9 
96.9 
95.2 
9O0 


11.6 

33.0 

20 

18.4 

11.2 
6.5 
3.7 
6.8 
3 

2.0 

1.5 

4.8 

.0 


13. 


20  3 


13.9 


15.2 


13.5 


3.6 


2.7 


17.0 

27.0 

16.9 

16.7 

11.0 

14.1 

10.2 

1.3 

6.1 

1.5 

4.8 

.0 


16.0 

19.0 

23.4 

22 

23.4 

24.5 

22. 

14.5 

11.3 

13.9 

14.2 

100 


12.3 
11.7 
12.4 
15.3 
15.6 
15.3 
15.3 
19, 
11.3 
7. 
23.9 
.0 


8.5 
10  4 
12.4 
11. 
17. 
17. 
19. 
22. 
23. 
21. 

9.5 
200 


4.7 

4. 

8.0 
14.4 
13.6 
15.3 
17.0 
18.4 
24.5 
26.2 
14.2 
40  0 


1.9 
1.2 
2.0 
3.3 

4.5 
2.5 

.8 
9.2 
6.1 
13.9 
4.8 

.0 


.0 

.0 

.5 

.0 

2.6 

3.7 

5.9 

5.3 

6.1 

7.7 

14.2 

100 


1.3 
2.0 
1.5 
4.8 
100 


92.7 


18.7 


18.2 


19.8 


9.2 


13.2 


10.0 


2.4 


.7 


44 
149 
161 
137 
100 
63 
49 
60 
3  25 

3  11 

35 
34 


81.8 
91.9 
93.2 
92.7 
94.0 
93.7 
98.0 
95.0 
92.0 
1000 
8O0 
75.0 


47.7 

31.5 

19.9 

10  1 

12.0 

12.7 

6.1 

10.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 


22.7 
19.4 
29.9 
13.9 
17.0 
11.1 
10  4 
8.3 
8.0 
9.1 
200 
.0 


0  8 
20  8 
18.6 
21.9 
17.0 
25.4 
26.6 
18.3 
20.0 
27.3 
200 
.0 


.0 
4.7 
9.3 
13.1 
9.0 
12.7 
14.3 
11.7 
8.0 
.0 
20.0 
.0 


2.3 
1L4 
1L2 
10. 
17.0 
15.9 
12.2 
21.7 
24.0 

9.1 
200 
5O0 


2.3 

3.4 

3.7 

13.9 

18.0 

9.5 

14.3 

18.3 

20.0 

18.1 

.0 

25.0 


.0 

.7 

.6 

2.9 

2.0 

4.8 

2.0 

3.3 

8.0 

27.3 

.0 

.0 


95.9 


41 
3  19 

35 
35 

32 


85.7 
93.2 
94.7 
97.0 

1000 
93.5 

1000 
95.1 
94.7 
80  0 

100.0 

1000 


14.8 

42.8 

32.2 

21.2 

20  8 

0  5 

2.2 

2.6 

.0 

.0 

200 

200 

.0 


15.2 


21.2 


11.9 


15.3 


11.5 


2.3 


2.9 


.6 


.0 

15.2 

14.2 

17.8 

20  7 

0  5 

20  5 

12.2 

15. 

.0 

.0 

.0 


.0 
28 

24.7 
20 

18.2 

19.6 

23.1 

24.4 

5.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 


.0 
8.5 
12.4 
10  9 
15.6 
19.6 
7.7 
14.6 

.0 

.0 
200 

.0 


28.6 

1.7 

13.3 

18.8 

15.6 

21.7 

17.9 

17.1 

20  3 

200 

.0 

.0 


14.3 

1.7 

8.0 

0  9 

13.0 

21.7 

23.1 

17.1 

10  5 

40  0 

.0 

5O0 


.0 

1.7 

.9 

.0 

0  5 

2.2 

.0 

.0 

21.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 


.0 

3.4 

.0 

LO 

1.3 

.0 

5.1 

7.3 

15.8 

.0 

40.0 

50  0 


.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.0 
1.5 
.0 
.0 


.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  42,^ — medical  care  expenditures:  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  occupation  and  income  and  by  family 
type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  and  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  units, ^  1935-36 — Continued 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  inchide  a  husband  and  wife 

,botl 

native-born] 

Analysis  unit,  occupational 

group,  family  type,  and  income 

class  (dollars) 

(1) 

Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 
$10 

(4) 

$10- 
$19 

(5) 

$20- 
$39 

(6) 

$40- 
$59 

(7) 

$60- 
$99 

(8) 

$100- 
$199 

(9) 

$200- 
$299 

(10) 

$300- 
$499 

(11) 

$500- 
$999 

(12) 

$1,  000 

or 
over 

(13) 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  AND  NORTH 
CENTRAL  VILLAGES— con. 

Family-type  groups— Continued 
Type  3 

No. 
406 

Pet. 

98.3 

Pet. 

14.3 

Pet. 

15.8 

Pet. 

22.6 

Pet. 
15.3 

Pet. 

15.0 

Pet. 

9.6 

Pet. 

3.0 

Pet. 
2.2 

Pet. 

0.5 

Pet. 

0.0 

250-499       

3  10 

37 
80 
86 
72 
38 
32 
3  26 

3  12 
39 
33 
31 

100.0 
97.3 
100.0 
98.8 
94.4 
100.0 
96.9 
100.  0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

50.0 

37.9 

15.0 

11.6 

11.1 

13.2 

3.1 

11.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

10.0 

21.6 

22.5 

16.3 

13.9 

10.5 

15.6 

7.7 

16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

10.0 
10.8 
27.5 
25.5 
23.6 
21.0 
21.9 
23.1 
8.3 
33.4 
33.4 
.0 

.0 
10.8 
16.2 
14.0 
16.6 
15.8 
18.8 
19.3 
25.0 
11.1 
.0 
.0 

10.0 
10.8 
15.0 
19.7 
11.1 
15.8 
15.6 
15.4 
16.7 
22.2 
.0 
.0 

20.0 

5.4 

3.8 

7.0 

13.9 

13.2 

9.4 

7.7 

25.0 

11.1 

33.3 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

2.3 

2.8 

5.3 

3.1 

11.5 

.0 

22.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.2 

1.4 

2.6 

9.4 

3.8 

8.3 

.0 

33.3 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 

1.2 
.0 

2.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

500-749                  

.0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249         

.0 

1,250-1,499            ...  . 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999  

.0 

2,000-2,499            

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999  

.0 

4,000-4,999            

.0 

5,000-9,999 

0 

Type  4                       --. 

649 

94.9 

14.3 

14.3 

21.1 

13.1 

14.2 

12.5 

2.5 

2.3 

.6 

.0 

250-499 

3  18 

59 
103 
113 
91 
62 
60 
81 
33 
3  23 

35 
31 

77.8 
94.9 
94.2 
93.8 
96.7 
96.8 
95.0 
97.5 
93.9 
95.7 
100.0 
100.0 

33.3 

37.2 

25.3 

15.9 

11.0 

8.1 

5.0 

1.2 

6.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

16.7 

15.2 

16.5 

24.7 

18.7 

4.8 

18.3 

6.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

22.2 
8.5 
25.3 
20.4 
24.1 
19.4 
23.3 
32.1 
9.1 
.0 
20.0 
100.0 

5.6 
13.6 

9.7 
12.4 
16.5 

9.7 
18.3 
16.0 

9.1 

13.0 

20.0 

.0 

.0 
6.8 
8.7 
10.6 
13.2 
24.1 
15.0 
19.8 
21.2 
30.5 
20.0 
.0 

.0 
6.8 
5.8 
8.0 
12.1 
19.4 
11.7 
12.3 
39.3 
34.8 
20.0 
.0 

.0 
5.1 
1.0 

.9 
1.1 
6.5 
1.7 
2.5 

.0 
8.7 
20.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

1.9 

.0 

.0 

4.8 

.0 

7.4 

6.1 

8.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 
1.7 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
1.7 
.0 
3.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

500-749           

.0 

750-999               .       .  . 

0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499     

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2.000-2,499       

.0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

4,000-4,999         

.0 

5,000-9, 999 

.0 

Type  5          .         . 

302 

95.4 

11.6 

12.9 

20.2 

14.9 

18.5 

11.6 

3.0 

1.7 

.7 

.3 

250-499 

33 
3  17 

51 
63 
43 
38 
34 
3  23 

3  17 
3  12 

0 

31 

66.7 
82.4 
92.2 
98.4 
95.3 
92.1 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

66.7 

23.5 

21.6 

12.7 

14.0 

.0 

8.8 

4.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

5.9 

15.7 

15.9 

18.6 

18.4 

14.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
23.5 
15.7 
20.6 
20.9 
31.6 
17.6 
13.1 
23.5 
16.7 

.0 
5.9 
9.8 
17.5 
9.3 
15.8 
17.6 
34.8 
11.8 
16.7 

.0 

5.9 
13.7 
22.2 
16.2 
15.8 
26.5 
17.4 
41.1 

8.3 

.0 

11.8 

13.7 

9.5 

9.3 

7.9 

5.9 

21.8 

11.8 

25.0 

.0 
5.9 
2.0 

.0 
4.7 

.0 
5.9 
4.3 

.0 
16.7 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

2.6 
.0 

4.3 
11.8 

8.3 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

2.3 
.0 

2.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999                        

.0 

1,000-1,  249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499 

0 

2,500-2,999         

.0 

3,000-3,999 

8  3 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999         

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

Type  6 

244 

98.8 

16.9 

14.3 

24.2 

16.4 

16.0 

7.8 

1.2 

.8 

1.2 

0 

250-499 

31 

30 
44 
52 
53 

3  18 
3  14 

3  15 
38 
37 
32 
0 

100.0 
93.4 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
87.5 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

30.0 

22.7 

19.2 

11.3 

5.5 

7.1 

20.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

16.7 

27.3 

11.5 

9.4 

11.1 

14.3 

20.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
10.0 
27.3 
28.9 
30.2 
33.3 
21.4 
20.0 

.0 
14.3 

.0 

.0 
16.7 
11.3 
17.4 
24.5 
16.7 

.0 
20.0 

.0 
14.3 
50.0 

.0 
10.0 

6.8 
19.2 
20.8 
16.7 
35.8 

6.6 

12.5 

28.5 

.0 

.0 

10.0 

2.3 

1.9 

1.9 

16.7 

21.4 

6.7 

50.0 

14.3 

50.0 

.0 
.0 
2.3 
1.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
6.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
12.5 
14.3 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
1.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
12.5 
14.3 
.0 

.0 

500-749               

.0 

750-999 

0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499  

.0 

1,500-1,749 

0 

1,750-1,999 

0 

2,000-2,499  

.0 

2,500-2,999         .  .       

.0 

3,000-3,999 

0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999  .            





See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  42. — medical  care  expenditures  :  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  occupation  and  income  and  by  family 
type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  and  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife 

,  both  native-born] 

Analysis  unit,  occupational 

group,  family  type,  and  income 

class  (dollars) 

(1) 

Fam- 
ilies 

(2) 

Families  having  specified  amoimts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  2 

Any 
amount 

(3) 

Un- 
der 
$10 

(4) 

$10- 
$19 

(5, 

$20- 
$39 

(6) 

$40- 
$59 

(7) 

$60- 
$99 

(8) 

$100- 
$199 

(9) 

$200- 
$299 

(10) 

$300- 
$499 

(11) 

$500- 
$999 

(12) 

$1,  000 
or 

over 

(13) 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  AND  NORTH 
CENTRAL  VILLAGES— con. 

Family-type  groups— Continued 
Type  7 

No. 
119 

Pet. 

97.5 

Pet. 

12.6 

Pet. 

20.2 

Pd. 

23.6 

Pet. 

17.6 

Pet. 
9.2 

Pet. 
7.6 

Pet. 

2.5 

Pet. 

2.5 

Pet. 

1.7 

Pet. 
0  0 

250-499 

31 
39 

3  20 
-3  23 
3  25 

3  18 
37 
37 
34 
33 
31 
31 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
95.7 
100.0 
94.4 
85.7 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

33.3 

25.0 

8.7 

8.0 

11.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

22.3 

15.0 

21.8 

36.0 

22.3 

14.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

33.3 

20.0 

43.5 

24.0 

n.  1 

14.3 

14.3 

25.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 

25.0 
17.4 
20.0 

.0 
28.5 
14.3 
50.0 
33.4 
100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

10.0 

.0 

4.0 

27.8 

.0 

14.3 

25.0 

33.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

n.i 

5.0 
.0 
.0 

11.1 

14.3 

42.8 

.0 

33.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.0 

5.5 

.0 

14.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.3 

4.0 

5.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
14.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
100.0 

0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999    -        

.0 

1,000-1,249 

0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499          .  .       .  - 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999  . 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 _ 

.0 
.0 

PENNSYLVANLi-OraO  FARMS 

Type  l._    ...              .  .. 

428 

92.5 

29.5 

16.1 

22.2 

10.7 

9.6 

2.8 

.7 

.9 

.0 

.0 

0-249 

3  13 

44 
63 
87 
50 
47 
46 
32 
3  24 

3  12 
38 
31 
31 

~  261 

92.3 

86.4 

90.5 

90.8 

92.0 

95.7 

100.0 

93.8 

95.8 

83.3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

96.9 

30.8 
40.9 
35.0 
28.8 
24.0 
25.5 
32.6 
21.9 
33.3 
16.7 
12.5 
.0 
.0 

30.8 

18.2 

15.9 

19.6 

6.0 

17.0 

13.0 

15.6 

25.0 

.0 

25.0 

.0 

.0 

23.0 
15.9 
20.6 
23.0 
28.0 
21.3 
23.9 
18.8 
16.6 
41.6 
12.5 
.0 
100.0 

.0 

6.8 

11.1 

5.7 

14.0 

2L3 

17.4 

9.4 

4.2 

.0 

12.5 

100.0 

.0 

7.7 

2.3 

6.3 

12.6 

12.0 

10.6 

10.9 

18.8 

4.2 

8.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

L6 

LI 

6.0 

.0 

2.2 

.0 

8.3 

16.7 

25.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

2.0 
.0 
.0 

3.1 
.0 
.0 
12.5 
.0 
.0 

.0 

2.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

6.2 

4.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

LI 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.4 

.0 

250-499.  . 

.0 

500-749 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999 

.0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

.0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

Type  2.       .. 

2L1 

18.4 

21.8 

13.4 

12.3 

6.9 

L5 

.0 

0-249 

31 
3  19 
34 
32 
43 
34 
37 

3  16 

30 

37 
36 
31 
31 

100.0 
89.5 
94.1 
96.9 
97.7 
100.0 
97.3 
93.8 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

.0 
26.3 
35.3 
25.0 
23.3 
20.6 
21.6 
6.2 
10.0 

.0 
16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

5.3 

20.6 

21.9 

25.5 

17.6 

10.8 

12.5 

16.7 

28.5 

49.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 
5.3 
17.6 
18.8 
16.3 
35.3 
24.3 
25.0 
26.7 
28.6 
16.7 

.0 
100.0 

.0 

15.7 

5.9 

15.6 

16.3 

5.9 

27.1 

12.5 

10.0 

14.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.0 

21.0 

5.9 

9.4 

9.3 

11.8 

5.4 

18.8 

23.3 

14.3 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 
5.3 
8.8 
3.1 
4.7 
5.9 
8.1 
18.8 
6.7 
14.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

5.3 

.0 

3.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.3 

.0 

16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 
5.3 
.0 
.0 
2.3 
2.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.a 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
3.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

250-499 

.0 

500-749    . 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 .. 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

.0 

1,500-1,749 

.0 

1,750-1,999_.   

.0 

2,000-2,499 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999..              

.0 
.0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999 

.0 

Types    . 

244 

96.7 

15.6 

14.8 

26.2 

15.6 

12.7 

9.4 

1.2 

.8 

.4 

.0 

0-249 

0 

38 
3  13 

3  27 
40 
54 
31 

3  14 

3  25 

3  15 
3  12 
35 

0 

250-499 ,.. 

87.5 
92.3 

100.0 
97.5 
96.3 
96.8 

100.0 
96.0 
93.3 

100.0 

100.0 

25.0 

46.1 

18.5 

17.5 

14.8 

6.5 

7.1 

16.0 

6.7 

16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

22.2 

15.0 

18.5 

16.1 

14.3 

12.0 

20.0 

8.3 

.0 

25.0 
15.4 
37.1 
32.5 
16.6 
22.6 
35.8 
28.0 
33.3 
33.4 
.0 

.0 
23.1 

3.7 
10.0 
22.2 
16.1 
14.3 

8.0 
13.3 
25.0 
80.0 

25.0 

.0 

7.4 

7.5 

9.3 

22.6 

21.4 

24.0 

13.3 

8.3 

.0 

12.5 
7.7 
7.4 

15.0 
7.4 

12.9 
.0 
8.0 
6.7 
8.3 

20.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
5.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

L9 
.0 

7.1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 
.0 
3.7 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

500-749      .. 

.0 

750-999 

.0 

1,000-1,249 ... 

.0 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

■s 

1,750-1,999 . 

.0 

2,000-2,499 . 

.0 

2,500-2,999 

0 

3,000-3,999 

.0 

4,000-4,999 

.0 

5,000-9,999.   .     . 



= 



See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  42. — medical  care  expenditures  :  Percentage  of  families  having  specified 
amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care,  by  occupation  and  income  and  by  family 
type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  village  and  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit,  occupational 

group,  family  type,  and  income 

class  (dollars) 


(1) 


Fam- 
ilies 


(2) 


Families  having  specified  amounts  of  expenditures  for  medical  care '' 


Any 
amount 


(3) 


Un- 
der 
$10 

(4) 


$10- 
$19 


(5) 


$20- 
$39 


(6) 


$40- 
$59 

(7) 


$100- 
$199 

(9) 


$200- 
$299 


(10) 


$300- 
$499 


(11) 


$500- 


(12) 


$1,  000 

or 
over 

(13) 


PENNSYI.VANIA-OHIO  FARMS— 

continued 
Type  4 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499. 
1,500-1, 749_ 
1,750-1,999_ 
2,000-2,499. 
2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3,999. 
4,000^,999. 
5,000-9,999. 


Type  5. 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499. 
1,500-1,749. 
1,750-1,999. 
2,000-2,499. 
2,500-2,999. 
3,000-3,999. 
4,000-4,999. 
5,000-9,999. 


Type  6 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999. 
2,000-2,499. 
2,500-2,999. 
3,000-3,999- 
4,000-4,999. 
5,000-9,999- 


Type7 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499. 
1,500-1,749. 
1,750-1,999. 
2,000-2,499. 
2,500-2,999. 
3,000-3,999. 
4,000-4,999. 
5,000-9,999. 


No 
475 


Pet. 

95.4 


Pet. 

18.5 


Pet. 
16.6 


Pet 
22.2 


Pet 
13.3 


Pet 

14.5 


Pet. 

6.7 


Pet. 

1.5 


Pet. 

l.S 


Pet. 
0.2 


Pet. 
0.0 


300 


100.0 
94.7 
92.0 


94.7 
93.2 
95.2 
98.2 
96.4 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

95.3 


25.0 
2L0 
18.0 
17.2 
23.7 
17.1 
11.4 
14.3 
10.7 
14.3 
24.0 
.0 
.0 


.0 
15.7 
10.0 
29.7 
1 

19.7 
31.9 
19.0 
25.0 
25.0 
32.0 
33.3 

.0 


13.0 


14.3 


27.6 


50.0 
5.3 
14.0 
7.8 
13.6 
15.8 
15, 
4, 

19.6 
10.7 
12.0 
.0 
40.0 

12.7 


.0 
5.3 
6.0 
14.1 
10.2 
14.5 
13.6 
35.7 
14.3 
21.4 
12.0 
.0 
20.0 

13.7 


25.0 
5.3 
6.0 
.0 
5.1 
7.9 
4.5 
7.1 

14.3 

7.1 

8.0 

.0 

20.0 

8.7 


.0 

.0 

3.4 

2.6 

.0 

.0 

1.8 

.0 

.0 

33.3 

.0 

3.7 


1.3 


31 
34 
3  18 

30 
32 
33 
42 
3  24 
42 
31 
30 
37 


100.0 
75.0 
88.9 
86.7 
96. 
97.0 
100.0 
95.8 
95.2 
93.5 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


.0 

50.0 

38.8 

23.3 

18.8 

15.2 

9.5 

8.3 

.0 

9.7 

6.7 

.0 

16.7 


.0 

.0 

16.7 

20.0 

9.4 

21.2 

26.2 

4.2 

11.9 

16.1 

6.7 

.0 

.0 


.0 
25.0 
11.1 
16.7 
37.6 
24.2 
31.0 
33.3 
33.3 
16.0 
30.0 
57.1 
33.3 


.0 

.0 

11.1 

20.0 

6.2 

21.2 

11.9 

8.3 

16.7 

9.7 

13.3 

.0 

.0 


.0 
.0 
5, 

6.7 
6.2 
6.1 
9.5 
8.3 
28.5 
25.8 
23.3 
14.3 
.0 


100.  0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

9.4 

3.0 

7.1 

29.2 

2.4 

6.5 

16.7 

14.3 

33.3 


.0 

.0 
5.6 

.0 
6.2 
6.1 
2.4 
4.2 

.0 
6.5 

.0 
14. 
16.7 


258 


18.2 


17.0 


22.4 


15.9 


13. 


2.3 


L2 


31 
35 
317 

36 
37 
32 
37 
33 
3  29 
3  19 
36 

33 

33 


100.0 
100.0 

94 

97.2 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

83.3 
100.0 
100.0 


.0 

20.0 

35.2 

22.2 

27.1 

15.6 

10.8 

21.2 

13.8 

5.3 

16.6 

.0 

.0 


.0 
20.0 
11.8 
22.2 
10. 
12.5 
24.3 
18.2 
17.2 
2L0 
16.6 
.0 
.0 


100.0 
.0 
17.6 
22.2 
18.9 
12.5 
27.1 
33.3 
3L1 
15.8 
16.7 
33.4 
.0 


.0 
40.0 
11 

16.7 
16.2 
28.2 
16.2 

9.1 
10.3 

5.3 
16.7 
33.3 
33.4 


.0 
20.0 
11.8 

8.3 
16.2 
15.6 
13.5 

9.1 
13.8 
21.0 
16.7 
33.3 
.0 


.0 

.0 

.0 

5.6 

8.1 

12.5 

5.4 

9.1 

13.8 

5.3 

.0 

.0 

33.3 


.0 

.0 

5.9 

.0 

2.7 

3.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

10.5 

.0 

.0 

33.3 


.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
2.7 
.0 
.0 
10.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 


97.6 


11.1 


11.: 


23.3 


14.6 


17.4 


13.5 


4.2 


1.4 


31 
31 

3  14 


48 
3  23 


100.0 
100.0 
85.7 
96.4 
100.0 
100.0 
96.7 
97.2 
97.9 
95.7 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


.0 

.0 

35.7 

17.9 

18.2 

22.2 

10.0 

5.6 

4.2 

.0 

3.4 

.0 

.0 


.0 

.0 

.0 

10.7 

21.2 

16.7 

23.4 

8.3 

8.3 

.0 

6.9 

16.7 

33.4 


.0 
.0 
21.4 
21.4 
24.3 
11.1 
23.4 
22.2 
31.2 
34.8 
24.2 
16.7 
.0 


100.  0 
100.0 
.0 
28.5 
21.2 

n.  1 

10.0 
19.4 
12.5 
13.1 
6.9 
.0 
.0 


.0 
.0 
28.6 
14.3 
9.1 
11.1 
13.3 
22.2 
18.8 
13.1 
31.1 
16.7 
33.3 


.0 
.0 
.0 
3 

3.0 
22.2 
10.0 
13.9 
16.7 
26.1 
10.3 
49.9 
33.3 


.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.0 

5.6 

3.3 

2.8 

6.2 

.0 

13.8 

.0 

.0 


.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.3 

2.8 

.0 

4.3 

3.4 

.0 

.0 


1  See  table  35,  footnote  1. 

2  Percentages  are  based  on  the  total  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2),  regardless  of  whether 
they  had  any  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

3  All  percentages  in  this  class  are  based  on  fewer  than  T" 
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Table  45. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  occupation 
and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
village  and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  familie 

s  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 
(2) 

Families  re- 
porting num- 
ber of  visits  "— 

Families  report- 
ing number 
of  days  of  - — 

Averages  number  of     Average  ^  days  of- 

Analysis  tmit,  oc- 
cupational group, 
family  type,  and 
income     class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Of  phy- 
sicians 

o 
C5) 

1 

C3 

3 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physicians 

3, 

"a 

c 

(11) 

rt 

Private 
nursing 
service 

O 
(3) 

1 

(4) 

® 

si 
< 
(7) 

13 

< 
(8) 

§ 
O 
(9) 

1 
(10) 

"3 

1 

(12) 

(13) 

la 

(14) 

MIDDLE       ATLANTIC 
AXD  NORTH  CEN- 
TRAL VILLAGES 

Occupational 
groups: 
Wage-earner 

No. 
1,652 

No. 

865 

No. 
663 

No. 
9 

No. 
125 

No. 
33 

No. 
8 

No. 
10.24 

No. 
8.14 

No. 
3.22 

Days     Days 
12.34  ;  12.64 

Days 
7.62 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,  000-1,  249_ 
1.  250-1.  499_ 
1.  500-1.  749. 

1,  750-1,  999_ 

2,  000-2.  499_ 
2  500-2  999 

84 

254 

409 

374 

246 

129 

72 

59 

20 

5 

23 

119 
215 
205 
145 
70 
42 
30 

20 
95 
170 
148 
110 
53 
31 
24 
11 

0 
1 
4 
3 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

2 

15 

19 

34 

27 

14 

5 

4 

5 

1 
4 
6 
9 
6 

\ 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
4 
2 
0 
0 
0 

10.61 
7.28 
9.28 
10.16 
12.35 
12.06 
9.00 
10.13 
23.92 
15.75 

6.00 
6.65 
7.39 
8.26 
9.67 

10.13 
9.68 
7.67 
6.45 

5  8.00 

"s'i.'oo" 

2.75 
2.00 

siY.oo' 

5  12.00 
12.40 
11.10 
1L18 
10.92 
19.57 
13.60 
9.50 
13.40 

5  10.00    

16.75    

8.67    

10.  22     5  3.  50 
9.  50  :     5.  50 
14.00    5  16.00 

24.25  , 

1 

3.  000-3.  999- 

10         0           0         0 

Clerical,    busi- 
ness, and  pro- 
fessional  

1,390 

760 

557 

18 

170 

30  !     39 

11.98 

6.96 

4.39 

12.75      10.77       8.44 

500-749 

750-999 

1.  OOOl,  249_ 
1,  250-1,  499- 
1,  500-1.  749- 

1.  7.50-1.  999- 

2.  00(^2.  249- 
2.  250-2,  499- 

2.  500-2.  999. 

3.  000-3.  999- 

4.  00(K4.  999. 

5.  000-9,  999. 

106 

163 

201 

215 

154 

163 

118 

76 

98 

65 

21 

10 

50 

75 

108 

122 

79 

101 

71 

48 

57 

36 

8 

5 

37 
64 
84 
85 
55 
70 
46 
38 
44 
26 
5 
3 

0 
0 
2 

4 
2 
1 
3 
4 
0 

I 

0 

8 
8 
15 
27 
20 
24 
13 

22 
16 

6 

4 

0 
4 
4 
6 
1 
1 
3 
4 
2 
3 
2 
0 

0 
0 

1 

6 
5 
4 
4 
2 
5 
7 
4 
1 

12.22 
9.04 
10.42 
U.99 
10.70 
12.67 
1L69 
19.40 
11.56 
14.28 
13.00 
13.20 

5.51 

5.75 
6.06 
6.07 
9.13 
6.  48 
7.61 
8.29 
7.86 
8.15 
4.20 
27.67 

's's.'oo" 

1.00 

5 16.50 

5  2.00 

L67 

5.00 

52:50" 

17. 12 

7.75  :  12.00    

13.  73  1  16.  50  '  5  5.  00 
11.37  1     7.17  1     3.33 
16.30    5  14.00       7.20 
14. 12     5  1.  00       6.  25 
11.  62  ,  12.  33       6.  75 
17.28  :  1.5.75  .5  10.50 

8.  68  i  5  5.  50  ;  10.  00 
12.69  i     8.67  ;  14.  2S 
13.  67  I  5  7.  00  !  10.  50 
10.75  j i  53.00 

Family-type 
gi'oups: 
Type  1 

808 

403 

266 

6 

70 

20          7  i  1L04 

7.  78 

6.  50      10. 67      10. 90        8. 43 

250-499 

44 

149 

161 

137 

100 

63 

49 

60 

25 

11 

5 

4 

12 

72 

72 

70 

56 

36 

31 

27 

17 

6 

2 

2 

8 

44 

53 

47 

37 

20 

18 

25 

10 

1 

2 

1 

0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
5 
6 
15 
16 
5 
6 
7 
5 
4 
0 
1 

0         0 

13.75 
10.26 
10.38 
10.47 
14.02 
9.58 
8.55 
12.15 
12.12 
19.00 
5  8  50 

8.  38 

6.23 

6.13 

8.49 

9.11 

1L60 

12.33 

5.88 

4.20 

5  8.00 

5  .T    r^ 

500-749 

750-999 

1.  000-1.  249. 
1.  250-1.  499. 
1.  500-1.  740- 

1.  750-1.  999. 

2.  000-2,  499. 

2.  500-2.  999. 

3.  000-3.  999- 
4  000-4  999 

1 
4 
6 
2 
0 
2 
4 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
1 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 

5  1.50 

5  1.00 

530.00 
'5"4."00' 

7.60 

8.50 
10.47 

9.62 
14.20 
13.17 
13.14 

8.00 
12.75 

5  12.00 

6.00 

14.17 

5  6.50 

5  25". 00" 

6.75 

57.00 

57.00 
53.00 
5  12.00 
5  13.50 

'5' 3:55 

5,  000-9.  999 

5  3.  00     5  <5.  00 

!5V4.o6" 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table, 
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Table  45.- — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  occupation 
and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income.  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


CO 

B 

(2) 

Families  re- 
porting num- 
ber of  visits  2 — 

Families  report- 
ing number 
of  days  of  2— 

Average  ^  number  of 
visits— 

Average  ^  days  of— 

Analysis  unit,  oc- 
cupational group, 
family  type,  and 
income     class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Of  phy- 
sicians 

G 
o 

(5) 

0 
.2 

.1 
1 

w 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physicians 

1 

I 
(11) 

c 
0 

a 
(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

g 
O 
(3) 

a 

o 

w 

(4) 

1 

< 

(7) 

< 

(8) 

0 

(9) 

i 

w 

(10) 

0 

1 

< 
(13) 

< 
(14) 

MIDDLE       ATLANTIC 
AND  NORTH  CEN- 
TRAL VILLAGES— 

continued 

F  a  m  i  1  y-t  y  pe 
groups— Con. 
Type  2 

No. 
514 

No. 

No. 
226 

No. 

7 

No. 
61 

No. 
18 

No. 
13 

No. 
11.46 

No. 
6.30 

No. 
3.28 

Days 
11.36 

Days 
10.56 

Days 
5.15 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249.. 
1,250-1,499-. 
1,500-1,749.. 
1,750-1 ,999_- 
2,000-2,499.. 
2,500-2,999- . 
3,000-3,999.. 
4,000-4,999-- 
5,000-9,999- 

7 

59 

113 

101 

77 

46 

39 

41 

19 

5 

5 

2 

406 

2 

34 

59 

54 

52 

22 

25 

23 

12 

1 

2 

1 

2 

24 

44 

43 

39 

18 

20 

19 

12 

3 

1 

1 

0 
0 
2 
0 
2 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 

1 
3 
5 
6 
13 
7 
8 

6 
1 
3 
1 

52 

1 
1 
3 
4 
3 
2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
2 
0 

11 

0 
0 
0 
1 
5 
2 
1 
0 
2 
0 
2 
0 

5  2.50 

5.91 

11.08 

12.04 

11.77 

8.73 

12.64 

15.  87 

16.92 

5  20.00 

5  25.00 

5  20.00 

8.44 

5  2.  50 
4.33 
5.95 
6.40 
6.77 
6.83 
6.15 
5.63 
8.17 
6.67 

54.00 
5  38.00 

7.03 

'5"4."66' 

5i."6o' 
53.00 

5  2.00 
5  8.00 

1.67 

6  5. 00 

18.00 

9.20 

6.17 

13.46 

11.57 

11.00 

13.86 

9.17 

54.00 

12.33 

5  14.00 

11.62 

5 10. 00 
5  10.00 

11.33 
8.75 

12.67 
5  17.50 

5"io.'66' 

54.00 

"s'i.'oo 

2.40 
55.50 
53.00 

5'9."00 

57.00 

5  11.00 

Typc  3 

237 

192 

5 

8.82 

4.40 

250-499 

10 

37 

80 

86 

72 

38 

32 

26 

12 

9 

3 

1 

3 
20 

48 
51 
37 
24 
21 
18 
9 
5 
1 
0 

3 

20 
42 
39 
35 
20 
12 
10 
7 
4 
0 
0 

0 
0 

1 

1 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 
3 

6 
12 
9 

7 

3 

1 
1 
0 

0 

1 
1 

2 
4 
1 
1 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

1 
1 
1 
1 

0 

15.00 
6.15 
7.10 
6.63 
9.  57 

12.  54 

10.81 
6.94 
8.11 

10.00 
5  24.00 

6.67 
6.25 
6.19 
8.54 
7.17 
9.20 
3.83 
3.60 
6.86 
11.50 

519.00 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249- 
1,250-1,499.. 
1,500-1,749.. 
1,750-1,999.. 
2,000-2,499-- 
2,500-2,999.. 
3,000-3,999- 
4,000-4,999.. 
5,000-9,999.. 

'5'i."o6" 
53.00 

5"i."oo" 

2.33 

9.17 

14.00 

8.67 

18.00 

8.43 

5  19.50 

10.67 

53.00 

518.00 

53.00 
5  14.00 
5  14.00 
5.25 
5  14.00 
510.00 

'5' 7700 

"5'i.'oo 
"s'i.'oo 

5  15.00 
6  3.00 
5  2.00 

Type  4 

649 

354 

246 

5 

48 

5 

11 

12.16 

7.82 

4.80 

18.71 

17.40 

7.09 

250-499 

18 
59 
103 
113 
91 
62 
60 
81 
33 
23 
5 
1 

5 
26 
53 
57 
54 
36 
35 
54 
18 
14 
2 
0 

7 
17 
47 
35 
36 
18 
24 
38 
12 
11 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
6 
5 
8 
4 
8 
2 
5 
6 
3 
1 
0 

0 
0 

I 

2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
3 
2 
2 

1 
1 
1 
0 

5.20 

8.58 

7.70 

8.61 

13.52 

14.30 

13.80 

16.15 

17.89 

16.43 

5  2.50 

4.00 
5.06 

10.62 
7.17 
6.06 

10.33 
5.58 
8.87 
9.17 
6.73 

5  2.00 

500-749 

sIloo^ 
'"§.'25 

24.33 
17.60 
19.25 
9.75 
23.62 

6  40.00 
9.40 
13.83 
15.67 

5  25.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249.. 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999.. 
2,000-2,499. . 
2,500-2,999.- 
3,000-3,999- 
4,000-4,999- 
5,000-9,999 

5"i6.'50" 

6 16.' 00' 
542.00 

5 14."  00" 

55.00 

"'8.'67 
55.00 
6  3.00 
57.00 
5  6.00 

5  18.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  45. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  hy  occupation 
and  income  and  hy  family  type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  N'orth  Central 
village  and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 
1 

(2) 

Families  re- 
porting num- 
ber of  visits  2— 

of  days  of  2-     |             visits- 

Average  ^  day 

sof- 

Analysis  unit,  oc- 
cupational group, 
family  type,  and 
income     class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Of  phy- 
sicians 

s 

■-3 
o 

(5) 

.2 
1 
1 

(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physicians 

a 

a 
"3 

(11) 

a 
o 

i 
t 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

© 

a 

o 

(3) 

1 

w 

(4) 

o 
(7) 

(8) 

© 
i 

o 

(9) 

© 

i 

td 

(10) 

© 

< 
(13) 

^■73 
(14) 

MIDDLE       ATLANTIC 
AND  NORTH  CEN- 
TRAL VILLAGES — 

continued 

Family-  type 
groups— Con. 
Types 

No. 
302 

No. 
164 

No. 
124 

^\ 

No. 
33 

No. 
4 

No. 
4 

No. 
13.08 

No. 

7.74 

No. 
1.75 

Days 
n.58 

Days 
14.75 

Days 
8.75 

250-499 

51 
63 
43 
38 
34 
23 
17 
12 
0 
1 

1 

22 
40 
23 
19 
19 
16 
8 
8 
0 
1 

0 
10 
17 
27 
14 
17 
17 
6 
10 
6 
0 
0 

0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
3 
3 
6 
5 
2 
2 
2 
5 
4 
0 
1 

0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0  i  5  3.  00 
0      14. 71 

500-749 

n.io 

8.00 
5.70 
7.36 
7.35 
9.65 
5.33 
8.10 
9.00 

5  1.00 

5  2.00 
^"3."66" 

"s'i.'oo' 

20.  33 

5.0C 

8.83 

13.60 

5  21.00 

5  25.00 

5  10.50 

9.00 

6.25 

750-999 

1,000-1, 249__ 
1, 250-1, 499__ 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

1 
1 

0 
0 

8.73 
12.88 
16.22 
13.00 
14.95 
14.00 

9.88 
13.25 

514.00 
5  10.00 

"j'e.'oo 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1, 999_. 

2,00O-2,499__ 
2.50(^2,999._ 
3,000-3.999__ 
4,000-i,999__ 
5,000-9,999.. 

5  21.00 

5  14.00 
510.00 
5  5.00 

5  20.00 

5  2.00 

Type  6    

244 

122 

106 

2 

21 

2 

3 

8.95 

7.23 

5  5.00 

ILIO 

523.50 

29.33 

250-499 

1 

30 

44 

52 

53 

18 

14 

15 

8 

7 

2 

0 

0 
8 

24 
29 
29 
8 
8 
8 
3 
4 
1 
0 

0 

12 
17 

28 
23 

7 
7 
6 
3 
2 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
3 
2 
1 
6 
2 
3 
0 
1 
2 
1 
0 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

0 
0 

500-749 

750-999 

10.38 
5.33 

1L17 

10.14 
8.12 
7.38 
6.75 

12.67 
9.75 

5  8.00 

9.08 
4.06 
5.25 

10.52 
4.28 
6.86 

1L83 
9.33 

5  9.00 

5  4.00 

"s's.'oo' 

5.67 
5  9.00 
5  14.00 
12.83 
5  10.50 

5.33 

5  42.00 

1,000-1,249.. 

1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749 

510.00 

1,750-1,999.. 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999.. 

5  LOO 
5  33.50 
5  2.00 

3,000-3,999.. 
4,000-4,999.. 
5,000-9,999.. 

5  5.00 

5  39.00 

Type  7 

119 

58 

60 

0 

"  10 

3 

4 

n.74 

13.03 

15.40 

14.00 

10.25 

250-499 

1 

9 

20 

23 

25 
18 
7 
7 
4 
3 
1 
1 

0 
2 

12 
12 
16 
4 
4 
3 
2 
2 
0 
1 

0 
5 

14 
13 
11 
8 
3 
4 
1 
0 
0 
1 

0 
0 

I 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

1 
1 

3 

1 
1 

1 
1 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 
1 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 

1 

500-749 

5  3.00 

17.00 

13.08 

6.62 

6.00 

6.00 

32.33 

=  12.50 

5  9.00 

5.40 
5.21 
13.23 
15.00 
19.88 
5.67 
29.75 
510.00 

750-999 

1,000-1,249.. 

5  3.00 

511.00 

23.33 
5  35.00 
5  14.00 
5  2.00 
5  6.00 

1,25(^1,499.. 
1,500-1,749-. 
1,75(M.999.. 
2,00(^2,499.. 
2,500-2,999 

5  7.00 
5  7.00 
5  28.00 

5  5.00 
5  28.00 

3,00(^3,999.. 
4,000-4,999.. 
5,000-9,999.. 

55.00 

5  20.00 

5  40.00 

513.00 

53.00 

PENNSYLVANIA- 
OHIO  FARMS 

Type  1    -  - 

428 

208 

124 

2 

10 

10 

4 

10.20 

7.24 

5  24.50 

11.40 

14.50 

2.75 

0-249 

13 
44 
63 
87 
50 
47 
46 
32 

6 
14 
26 
48 
27 
23 
24 
15 

6 

19 
23 
15 
13 
13 
9 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 

1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
4 
0 
0 
3 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 
2 

1 
2 

0 
0 
0 

1 

2 
0 
0 

1 

15.00 
6.57 
13.42 
8.96 
11.81 
10.48 
10.29 
6,20 

7.00 
4.43 
6.89 
7.56 
6.67 
7.69 
5.15 
7.22 

250-499 

5  14.00 

500-749 

750-999 

"59."6o' 

5  14.00 
6.75 

510.00 

5ii."o6' 

514.00 
515.00 

53.00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

5  2.50 

5  40.00 

'la.'oo' 

53:00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  t<ible. 
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Table  45. — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  amount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  occupation 
and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
village  and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 
(2) 

Families  re- 
porting num- 
ber of  visits  2 — 

Families  report- 
ing number 
of  days  of  2— 

Average  ^  number  of 
visits— 

Average  <  days  of— 

Analysis  unit,  oc- 
cupational group, 
family  type,  and 
income     class 

Of  phy- 
sicians 

o 
(5) 

1 
1 
1 

W 
(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physicians 

3 
0 

(11) 

a 
0 

a 
a 

W 

(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

(dollars) 
(1) 

o 

(3) 

i 

W 
4) 

< 

(7) 

13 

a 
(8) 

0 
(9) 

a 
0 

w 

(10) 

a 
0 

(13) 

is 

< 

(14) 

PENNSYLVANIA- 
OHIO  FARMS— con. 

Type  1— Con. 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

No. 

24 
12 

8 
1 
1 

No. 
13 
5 
5 
1 
1 

No. 

7 
5 
6 
1 
0 

No. 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

No. 

1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

No. 

1 
1 
0 

1 
0 

No. 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

No. 
11.15 
13.40 

7.20 
54.00 
5  8.00 

No. 
8.00 
8.00 
12.67 
5  16.00 

No. 

Days 
514.  00 

Days 
515. 00 
53000 

Days 

610.00 

261 

155 

90 

1 

24 

8 

4 

9.00 

8.11 

5  6.00 

13.33 

11.75 

2.25 

0-249 

1 

19 

34 

32 

43 

34 

37 

16 

30 

7 

6 

1 

1 

1 
6 
.16 
19 
25 
23 
23 
9 

20 
7 
6 
0 
0 

1 
6 
13 
13 
11 
11 
13 
5 

13 
2 
1 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
4 
2 
1 
1 
4 
3 
4 
3 
1 
1 
0 
0 

0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5  12.00 
8.50 
6.62 
8.74 
6.40 
10.78 
7.09 
7.89 
12.45 
14.43 
11.33 

5 10  00 

5.17 

7.92 

9.23 

7.36 

4.82 

4.85 

24.40 

10  23 

53.00 

5  2.00 

5  6.00 

250-499     

Ve.'oo 

16.25 

510.50 

535.00 

553.00 

9.25 

5.33 

9.25 

8.00 

5  12.00 

5  20  00 

5  12.00 

55.00 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

5  10.00 
5  14.00 
5  14.00 
5 10  00 

5  1.50 

5  1.00 

5  8.00 

Type  3 

244 

156 

100 

1 

20 

9 

1 

10  88 

6.34 

530.00 

5.80 

14.67 

5  8.00 

0-249 

0 
8 
13 
27 
40 
54 
31 
14 
25 
15 
12 
5 
0 

0 

3 

5 

21 

22 

36 

22 

9 

16 

12 

6 

4 

0 

0 
4 
3 

11 
14 
21 
14 
5 

12 
6 
7 
3 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
0 

1 

3 

6 
2 
3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
3 
1 
0 
2 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

250-499 

30.67 
17.20 
8.57 
14.00 
8.61 
12.04 
9.33 
9.69 
6.75 
11.17 
17.25 

5.00 
15.00 
8.09 
4.36 
5.10 
4.71 
9.80 
7.67 
7.00 
6.28 
6.33 

5  21.00 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1  750-1,999 

530.00" 

57.00 
7.33 
4.00 

57.50 
1.00 

5  6.50 

55.50 

19.00 
5  14.00 

5  8.00 

5  14.50 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

5 10  50 

5  11.00 

Type  4 

475 

269 

163 

1 

19 

1 

2 

12.78 

9.00 

5  2.00 

16.16 

6  12.00 

54.00 

0-249 

4 
19 
50 
64 
59 
76 
44 
42 
56 
28 
25 
3 
5 

4 
9 
22 
43 
31 
43 
26 
27 
33 
12 
13 
2 
4 

2 
10 
16 
12 
20 
24 
20 
17 
16 
12 
11 
1 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
3 

1 
4 
2 
1 
4 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

15.00 
6.33 
7.59 
9.98 
11.84 
12.30 
11.73 
13.11 
21.18 
8.08 
12.85 
5  27.50 
37.75 

5  19.50 
5.50 
9.25 
4.42 
8.95 
16.12 
4.05 
7.65 
6.62 
5.67 
15.36 
5  40.00 
5  6.00 

250-499 

"5'2."00" 

5  78.00 
11.33 

5  35.00 
16.25 

5  13.00 

5  10.00 
9.50 

5  10.00 
5  5.  50 

500-749  

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

5  3.  00 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

512:00' 

55.00 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 



See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  45.- — medical  services:  Number  of  families  reporting  am,ount  of  specified 
medical  services  received,  and  average  amounts  of  services  received,  by  occupation 
and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 
village  and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[White  nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Families  re- 
porting num- 
ber of  visits  2— 

"iS-j'Jfu^Sr  ■  1  Average  3         be,  „,                  .          ^,_ 

of  days  of  2—     ,             ^^^its 

Analysis  unit,  oc- 
cupational group, 
family  type,  and 
income     class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

.2 
(2) 

Of  phy- 
sicians 

(5) 

% 
(6) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

Of  physicians 

a 

c 

0 
(11) 

0 

1 

■& 
H 
(12) 

Private 
nursing 
service 

O 
(3) 

(4) 

0 

Si 

< 
(7) 

h 

"B, 
(8) 

§ 

0 

(9) 

(10) 

1 

< 

(13) 

(14) 

PENNSTLVANIA- 
OfflO  FARMS—  con. 

Type  5 

No. 
300 

No. 
189 

No. 
129 

No. 
1 

No. 
36 

No. 
4 

No. 
4 

No. 
12.35 

No. 
7.46 

No. 
5  10.00 

Days 
10  86 

Days 
5.50 

Days 
6.00 

0-249 

1 
4 
18 
30 
32 
33 
42 
24 
42 
31 
30 
7 
6 

0 

1 

9 

11 

17 

22 

32 

17 

28 

19 

23 

6 

4 

1 
1 
6 
8 
15 
16 
17 
11 
20 
13 
14 
6 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
3 
0 
5 
4 
6 
7 
3 
5 
2 
0 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

1 
1 
1 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 

'5'2.'00" 
7.33 
12.82 

n.4i 

12.73 
9.66 
17.65 
15.21 
6.32 
13.09 
23.50 
13.75 

5  13.00 
54.00 
6.50 
7.00 
8.40 
6.38 
4.70 
8.54 
8.30 
7.62 
7.50 
8.00 
5  30.00 

250-499 

500-749 

24.67 

750-999      

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

5"i6.'o6' 

16.80 
12.50 
8.50 
8.43 
8.00 
4.60 
5  10.00 

^5"2."00' 

5  6.00 

5  1.00 

55.00 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

57.00 
5  6.00 
57.00 

5i2."00 

5,000-9,999 

55.00 

Type  6 

258 

157 

115 

1 

23 

12 

4 

10  05 

7.96 

540.00 

11.91 

1L58 

18.00 

0-249 

1 

5 

17 

36 

37 

32 

37 

33 

29 

19 

6 

3 

3 

1 

2 

10 

15 

25 

19 

24 

20 

18 

16 

4 

2 

1 

1 
3 
3 

15 
17 
13 
16 
15 
13 
13 
3 
1 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
-0 
0 

0 
0 
3 
1 
1 
5 
4 
2 
1 
6 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
1 
1 
2 
3 
1 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

I 

2 
0 
0 
0 

55.00 
5  30.50 

10.00 

12.87 
7.96 

1L95 
9.08 
8.55 
9.89 
9.00 

11.50 
5  15.00 

5  6.00 

5  10.00 
6.33 
14.00 
7.00 
7.88 
12.08 
5.56 
4.13 
9.00 
9.46 
7.33 
55.00 
5  15.00 

( 

250-499        

500-749 

5  4aoo' 

1L33 

5  1.00 

5  17.00 
7.40 
12.50 
59.50 
53.00 
18.83 

5  14.00 
5  14.00 
5  11.00 
8.33 
5  14.00 
5  14.00 
5  11.00 
5  14.00 

750-999     

1,00(M,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

"5'7.'6o 
5"29'60 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

Type  7    

288 

1 

1 

14 

28 

33 

36 

30 

36 

48 

23 

29 

6 

3 

169 

131 

0 

32 

13 

3 

12.73 

10.68 

1000 

2L85 

6.67 

0-249 

1 

1 

7 

17 

17 

29 

14 

16 

26 

18 

17 

5 

1 

1 

1 

6 

11 

14 

13 

15 

15 

17 

15 

17 

5 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
6 
2 
3 
8 
5 
3 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
2 
2 
2 
4 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

5  10.00 

5  6.00 

6.28 

9.59 

7.94 

13.41 

12.21 

11.69 

14.46 

17.11 

13.53 

21.40 

5  20.00 
5  11.00 

6.50 

4.09 
1L86 
14.08 

9.80 
10.33 

9.41 
11.27 
14.18 
1L40 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

::::::: 

4.33 
5 12.00 
10  50 
5 12.00 
12.00 
13.25 
5.40 
9.00 

5  11.50 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

54.00 
5  10.50 
5  20.00 
571.00 

13.50 

"5"  7."  50 
55.00 

5,000-9,999 

0  |5  25.00 

5  6.00 

1  See  table  35,  footnote  1.  Physicians'  visits  and  other  services  for  which  no  charge  was  made  are  excluded 
from  this  table. 

2  Excludes  families  that  had  expenditures  for  the  specified  type  of  service  but  did  not  report  the  number 
of  visits  or  days.  The  number  of  families  thus  excluded  may  be  obtained  by  subtracting  the  counts  in 
columns  3-8  from  the  corresponding  counts  of  families  having  expenditures  (table  43) . 

3  Averages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (columns  3-5)  that  had  visits  of  the  specified 
type  and  reported  the  number  of  such  visits. 

^  Averages  are  based  on  the  corresponding  number  of  families  in  each  class  (columns  6-8)  that  had  services 
of  the  specified  type  and  reported  the  number  of  days- 
5  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Tablje  46. — SELECTED  ITEMS  OF  MEDICAL  CARE:  Numher  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


J 
::3 

(2) 

Families  having  expendi- 
tures for— 

Average  »  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

i 

< 
(3) 

a 
a 

I 

Oh 

(4) 

'•3 
PI 

(5) 

1 

(6) 

o 

1 

'S, 

1 

(7) 

h 

1 

W 
(8) 

i 

a 

(9) 

i 
t 

P-i 
(10) 

a 

a; 

Q 
(11) 

s 
1 

PI 

i 

(12) 

X} 

o 

§ 

1 

w 

(13) 

1 

.'2 

ii 

n 

W 
(14) 

SMALL  CITIES 

Plains  and  Mountain 
Occupational  groups: 

No. 
423 

16 
46 
63 
70 
66 
57 
53 
30 
16 
6 

No. 
416 

No. 
291 

9 

30 
44 
54 
44 
40 
33 
23 
9 
5 

636 

No. 
247 

9 

16 
33 
44 
42 
32 
30 
25 
11 

5 

575 

No. 
372 

12 
40 
51 
63 
56 
51 
49 
30 
14 
6 

No. 

48 

No. 
89 

Dol. 
76.86 

Dol. 
25.36 

Dol. 

10.27 

Dol. 
10.70 

Dol. 
6.10 

Dol. 
6.01 

250-499 

16 
43 
61 
70 
66 
56 
53 
30 
15 
6 

1 
4 
8 
10 
9 
7 
4 
3 
2 
0 

150 

0 
3 

12 
15 
18 
12 
18 
7 
2 
2 

23.81 
37.09 
65.30 
69.81 
81.18 
83.10 
84.98 
145.  76 
124. 19 
77.67 

9.12 
14.80 
29.10 
27.70 
27.18 
22.70 
24.53 
49.50 

8.50 
19.67 

3.64 
3.67 
5.49 
9.97 
13.37 
9.03 
10.24 
24.43 
18.56 
17.00 

3.12 
6.03 
9.58 
9.44 
10.44 
13.54 
8.87 
18.30 
23.94 
12.33 

1.00 
3.61 
5.81 
5.60 
6.03 
8.26 
1.28 
17.13 
11.88 
.00 

.00 

500-749      

1.89 

750-999 

3.28 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2.999 

3.61 
6.26 
8.68 

13.56 
6.97 
5.12 

13.00 

Clerical,  business,  and 
professional 

888 

876 

752 

224 

94.71 

24.12 

14.60 

10.74 

9.40 

9.91 

500-749 

27 
59 

101 
98 

124 

102 
86 
66 

104 
90 
31 

27 
55 
99 
96 
122 
101 
85 
66 
104 
90 
31 

19 
36 
73 
72 
85 
83 
61 
43 
80 
62 
22 

10 
32 

56 
53 
74 
70 
60 
48 
79 
69 
24 

22 
45 
90 
80 
106 
88 
79 
56 
85 
74 
27 

6 
11 
20 
17 
17 
12 
14 
10 
19 
17 

7 

4 
9 
14 
20 
27 
29 
21 
21 
30 
36 
13 

92.30 
70.07 
78.50 
65.88 
76.49 
90.40 
101.04 
84.83 
112.  28 
150.  98 
155. 97 

12.37 
21.98 
16.73 
21.30 
18.72 
25.51 
27.82 
17.42 
35.63 
31.32 
32.87 

10.52 
6.97 
5.83 
7.93 
9.85 
13.22 
18.73 
16.52 
19.81 
28.48 
32.40 

4.78 
7.59 
10.72 
9.17 
8.55 
11.74 
16.12 
10.57 
11.52 
11.70 
12.61 

13.26 
11.65 
13.77 
9.52 
9.10 
5.72 
8.81 
5.42 
8.44 
11.39 
7.84 

3.37 

750-999 

2.03 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5.20 
5.87 
6.07 
8.80 
6.36 
8.35 
12.40 
32.18 
17.77 

Family-type  groups: 

Type  1 

312 

303 

186 

165 

246 

46 

79 

85.01 

18.40 

11.26 

9.11 

9.55 

9.95 

250-499          

6 
30 
36 
47 
36 
42 
26 
24 
20 
22 
18 

5 

6 
29 
33 
47 
34 
40 
25 
24 
20 
22 
18 

5 

3 

23 
17 
32 
20 
23 
16 
11 
13 
16 
10 

2 

2 
8 

16 
28 
16 
20 
13 
16 
12 
16 
14 
4 

4 
24 
25 
42 
26 
30 
22 
20 
17 
18 
14 

4 

0 
6 
3 

8 
7 
8 
2 
5 
2 
3 
1 
1 

0 
3 
6 
12 

8 
16 
4 
10 
3 
7 
8 
2 

27.00 
49.60 
60.89 
84.64 
58.80 
79.16 
87.27 
121.  50 
102.  75 
118.  32 
151.33 
139.  00 

13.00 
20.50 
23.19 
16.13 
17.36 
13.76 
25.58 
10.21 
11.80 
36.18 
16.39 
3.20 

2.17 

3.87 

5.28 

7.30 

10.92 

4.60 

7.62 

17.33 

14.95 

15.28 

43.11 

47.80 

2.17 
4.70 
7.33 
8.13 
5.58 
6.93 
7.92 
17.39 
23.55 
11.04 
9.44 
8.80 

.00 
11.23 

7.62 
14.36 

7.33 
11.14 

4.04 
17.12 

8.50 

10.54 

.83 

5.60 

.00 

500-749 

3.30 

750-999  

2.42 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

6.21 
5.22 
14.26 
2.96 
8.58 
5.60 
15.61 
55.62 
20.00 

Types  2  and  3 

539 

536 

424 

362 

484 

102 

132 

89.70 

28.24 

12.29 

11.08 

9.21 

7.75 

250-499 

5 
23 
56 
80 
71 
82 
73 
43 
29 
38 
31 

8 

5 
22 
56 
79 
71 
81 
73 
43 
29 
38 
31 

8 

2 
16 
43 
58 
58 
65 
56 
38 
23 
33 
24 

8 

4 
9 

36 
51 
42 
58 
46 
33 
24 
29 
24 
6 

4 

22 
48 
72 
62 
76 
65 
42 
25 
34 
26 

8 

0 

2 

11 

16 

12 

12 

10 

7 

6 

11 

11 

4 

0 
3 
11 
11 
16 
16 
27 
8 
12 
11 
15 

2 

11.20 
41.43 
67.87 
70.96 
82.02 
77.57 
96.50 
96.14 
108.  00 
125.  18 
166.  32 
181.  50 

3.80 
12.87 
24.23 
23.82 
29.77 
23.46 
25.27 
33.25 
20.55 
42.81 
54. 16 
53.62 

3.00 
9.39 
6.57 
8.90 
7.76 
n.67 
12.30 
17.41 
17.97 
20.51 
20.77 
26.25 

4.00 
6.96 
9.09 
11.26 
11.56 
10.80 
12.37 
13.90 
7.66 
11.82 
13.71 
10.00 

.00 
2.39 
7.37 
8.18 
10.14 
9.66 
5.68 
7.60 
10.  17 
10.42 
24.  84 
15.88 

.00 

500-749 

1.48 

750-999 

3.14 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

:2,000-2,249 

■2,250-2,499 

■2,500-2,999 

;3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

3.10 
6.62 
4.27 
14.55 
5.37 
11.21 
12.58 
22.65 
12.75 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 
(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for — 

Average  ^  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

o 

1 

S 

< 
(3) 

a 

.2 

(4) 

(S) 

0 

a 

a 
'3 

(6) 

o 

B 
o 

g 

"a 
o 

w 

(7) 

r 

(8) 

1 

(9) 

a 
'S 
1 

(10) 

o 
(11) 

g 

a 
c 

(12) 

1 
c 

a 

o 
o 

o 

w 

(13) 

0 

c3  3 
(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— continued 

Plains    and    Mountain— 
Continued 

Family-typegroups— C  on. 
Types  4  and  5 

No. 
460 

No. 
453 

No. 
317 

4 
10 
20 
37 
38 
37 
44 
35 
16 
36 
28 
12 

357 

No. 
295 

No. 
394 

No. 
50 

No. 
102 

Dol. 

90.75 

Dol. 
24.31 

Dol. 
15.59 

Dol. 

11.42 

Dol. 
6.48 

Dol. 

8.82 

250-499 

5 
20 
30 
44 
57 
57 
56 
49 
33 
50 
41 
18 

5 
19 
27 
43 
57 
57 
56 
48 
32 
50 
41 
18 

3 
9 
13 
21 
37 
28 
41 
36 
23 
39 
31 
14 

349 

4 
16 
23 
39 
48 
51 
50 
47 
28 
39 
34 
15 

1 
2 
5 
6 
7 
4 
4 
5 
4 
5 
5 
2 

85 

0 
1 
4 
6 
14 
7 

16 
10 
8 
14 
13 
9 

32.60 
87.85 
75.16 
71.84 
67.94 
79.58 
78.77 
122.  71 
72.70 
95.66 
139.  22 
149.  33 

9.80 
5.20 
31.27 
21.93 
20.05 
19.54 
24.86 
44.96 
13.76 
28.02 
20.61 
31.89 

6.00 

6.05 

6.63 

5.25 

12.54 

10.32 

14.22 

24.06 

17.17 

20.92 

27.88 

30.83 

3.40 
5.25 
9.27 
10.50 
9.95 
11.49 
9.96 
18.80 
11.73 
11.60 
11.17 
14.83 

3.20 
6.60 

12.19 

10.32 
6.09 
5.96 
2.36 

10.90 
2.52 
5.00 

58.53 
4.89 

.00 

500-749 

2.25 

750-999 

2.13 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5.41 
5.79 
5.24 
8.54 
6.51 
5.94 
10.94 
29.12 
19.39 

Pacific 

Occupational  groups: 
Wage-earner 

604 

574 

501 

301 

79.01 

2L08 

12.75 

10.22 

9.44 

12.34 

250-499        

12 
37 
67 
114 
78 
85 
75 
44 
36 
35 
21 

9 

34 
63 
104 
74 
82 
74 
43 
35 
35 
21 

4 
17 
43 
70 
47 
50 
46 
31 
15 
19 
15 

4 

12 
31 
60 
45 
56 
46 
32 
24 
24 
16 

8 
31 
53 
94 
62 
72 
65 
38 
30 
30 
18 

0 

2 
8 
17 
16 
12 
13 
6 
3 
4 
4 

1 
9 
24 
47 
42 
47 
42 
24 
23 
24 
18 

17.67 
27.68 
47.91 
66.82 
80.  55 
86.  02 
88.88 
12L  61 
96.08 
101.  54 
144.  57 

6.42 
9.14 
14.40 

21.72 
25.84 
27.82 
19.80 
28.52 
14.  56 
20.09 
25.  05 

5.82 
3.51 
5.34 
6.87 
15.23 
14.71 
15.44 
18.57 
16.47 
22.84 
25.95 

4.17 
5.76 
11.09 
9.71 
9.44 
9.73 
10.55 
11.95 
10.36 
18.06 
8.43 

.00 
L03 

4.09 
6.07 
8.17 
8.21 
11.39 
29.63 
20.98 
6.51 
10.71 

.42 

500-749 

3.51 

750-999  

5.64 

1,000-1,249 

1,25(M,499 

l,50f>-],749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

9.45 
11.55 
14.32 
16.63 
15.  59 
15.47 
19.51 
27.34 

Clerical,  business, 
and  professional 

896 

871 

577 

598 

746 

126 

331 

99.53 

24.16 

18.61 

13.13 

10.80 

12.01 

500-749  

26 
48 
77 

103 
87 
99 

100 
73 

107 
71 
36 
44 
25 

25 
46 
74 
38 
86 
96 
98 
72 
105 
71 
36 
43 
21 

11 
28 
54 
65 
52 
60 
69 
49 
72 
49 
25 
27 
16 

10 
25 
40 
68 
56 
72 
70 
56 
72 
51 
31 
33 
14 

21 

44 
62 
85 
74 
84 
83 
60 
86 
60 
28 
40 
19 

5 
6 
10 
7 

10 
15 
16 
13 
17 
10 
6 
6 
5 

5 
9 
19 
28 
32 
39 
38 
31 
48 
31 
22 
22 
7 

65.50 
72.08 
59.86 
57.18 
92.99 
91.52 
94.89 
106.  45 
113.  93 
125.  94 
167.  02 
158.  86 
199. 16 

28.46 
17.87 
22.21 
14.16 
19.08 
21.84 
20.66 
20.98 
25.70 
38.42 
43.44 
25.  34 
52.  28 

4.50 
6.96 
8.36 
13.71 
15.  19 
20.23 
20.01 
20.57 
21.40 
22.73 
27.86 
30.04 
44.64 

7.69 
8.81 
8.56 
7.65 
15.29 
13.40 
13.76 
11.22 
14.91 
19.46 
15.58 
16.34 
23.48 

11.51 
24.02 
3.79 
4.20 
6.11 
8.65 
1L87 
11.08 
7.61 
5.41 
38.69 
23.70 
19.12 

2.92 

750-999 

4.02 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,499 

3,500-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9.999 

5.66 
7.33 
12.65 
10.74 
10.56 
12.78 
16.34 
14.97 
28.92 
22.89 
n.  72 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care;  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


.2 
1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expenditures  for- 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 
■'3 

1=1 
< 

(3) 

P-i 
(4) 

'+3 
g 

(5) 

as 

'3 

(6) 

o 

a 

o 

o 

1 

w 

(7) 

11 
(8) 

1 

a 
< 

(9) 

J 
t 

(10) 

a 
(11) 

CI 

i 

(12) 

o 

'a 

W 
(13) 

PI 

v. 

(S,  S 

w 

(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— continued 

Pacific — Continued 

Family  type  groups: 
Tvpe  1 

No. 
435 

No. 
406 

No. 
238 

No. 
234 

No. 
335 

No. 
63 

No. 
173 

Dol. 

85.28 

Dol. 
23.16 

Dol. 
13.23 

Dol. 

10.94 

Dol. 
10.04 

Dol. 
10.74 

250-499 

8 

23 
45 
58 
50 
54 
43 
44 
25 
33 
35 
9 
8 

5 

20 
39 
54 
46 
51 
42 
43 
24 
33 
35 
9 
5 

545 

2 

10 
22 
36 
22 
26 
25 
33 
12 
21 
23 
3 
3 

403 

2 
5 

19 
30 
25 
29 
26 
28 
19 
19 
25 
6 
1 

385 

4 
16 
33 
45 
38 
45 
37 
34 
15 
26 
30 
8 
4 

485 

0 
3 
1 

13 
7 
7 
5 
8 
4 
8 
5 
0 
2 

97 

1 

1 

12 

23 

19 

24 

17 

14 

16 

18 

22 

5 

1 

21.62 
52.82 
28.16 
74.78 
59.98 
109.  27 
61.37 
121.91 
95.88 
115.  48 
131.  08 
115.67 
170.  50 

93.01 

8.13 
26.91 

7.69 
27.66 
16.30 
20.92 
14.42 
30.48 
23.84 
39.48 
35.40 
12.11 
35.88 

7.50 
2.26 
3.73 
8.02 
10.78 
14.39 
13.02 
16.52 
24.32 
21.00 
20.80 
36.66 
6.25 

15.27 

4.25 
8.53 
6.47 
9.34 
7.58 
17.13 
9.56 
14.52 
7.80 
10.15 
15.45 
15.56 
16.25 

.00 

6.26 

.89 

9.26 

6.90 

12.81 

5.74 

32.53 

5.52 

8.03 

10.83 

.00 

18.75 

.62 

500-749 

.17 

750-999        

4.49 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

9.71 
9.26 
11.07 
8.42 
6.82 
16.  36 
13.21 
28.83 
31.00 
5. 12 

Types2and3 

556 

233 

24.11 

11.65 

11.41 

11.  97 

250-499 

2 
20 
38 
86 
74 
62 
75 
51 
47 
50 
35 
11 

5 

2 
20 
38 
83 
72 
62 
73 
50 
47 
48 
35 
11 

4 

494 

1 

10 
26 
61 
58 
43 
49 
42 
34 
38 
32 
7 
2 

293 

2 
11 
23 
46 
52 
46 
53 
39 
37 
35 
29 
9 
3 

328 

2 

18 
37 
74 
63 
53 
65 
44 
44 
42 
30 
9 
4 

427 

0 
3 

11 
10 
11 

8 
19 
7 
7 
8 
9 
3 
1 

51 

0 
7 
9 

32 
30 
25 
40 
22 
23 
26 
13 
5 
1 

8  10.  00 
52.90 
68.92 
60.84 
70.86 
83.82 
108.  05 
90.39 
103.  91 
123.  96 
164.  03 
203.  09 
115.  20 

94.  50 

8  1.50 
14.80 
20.26 
24.  11 
16.39 
26.79 
26.61 
24.  25 
17.10 
26.10 
48.40 
6.82 
55.00 

8  5.00 
6.20 
9.25 
7.03 
16.59 
14.70 
18.85 
19.90 
19.06 
16.98 
22.64 
18.82 
18.00 

8  3.50 
5.55 
9.18 
7.65 
8.18 
10.53 
13.53 
12.27 
11.87 
17.98 
19.51 
21.45 
14.60 

8.00 

8.65 

14.55 

3.38 

6.46 

4.48 

14.96 

7.10 

7.04 

8.00 

41.20 

82.72 

.60 

8.00 

500-749  -          

6.15 

750-999 

4.53 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

l,500-l,749.-__-.-. 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2, 499__-.-.-. 

2,500-2,999-__. 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999....-.-. 
5,000-9,999 

8.99 
10.08 
16.27 
14.  84 
12.47 
12.47 
17.26 
12.83 
15.91 

2.40 

Types  4  and  5 

509 

226 

21.42 

19.89 

13.18 

9.17 

13.55 

250-499 

2 
20 
32 
47 
57 
56 
56 
49 
37 
59 
58 
24 
12 

2 
19 
32 
41 
54 
55 
55 
48 
36 

58 
23 
12 

1 
8 
23 
27 
32 
33 
32 
25 
18 
32 
34 
17 
11 

0 
6 

14 
24 
36 
37 
38 
35 
24 
42 
44 
18 
10 

2 
18 
27 
37 
46 
48 
47 
43 
31 
48 
46 
23 
11 

0 
1 
2 
4 
5 
7 
4 
7 
5 
5 
6 
3 
2 

0 
6 
12 
11 
21 
30 
24 
26 
15 
28 
36 
12 
5 

8  9.  50 
22.70 
87.00 
56.53 
68.94 
76.86 
89.00 
99.30 
106.  73 
97.22 
132.  10 
154.  79 
253.  25 

8  4.50 
8.15 
22.09 
10.81 
25.37 
22.04 
18.41 
15.16 
17.73 
14.32 
32.50 
38.79 
62.08 

8.00 

3.55 
5.41 
7.60 
14.60 
15.78 
21.21 
21.96 
15.94 
26.22 
28.29 
32.71 
81.33 

8  4.50 
5.30 
16.44 
12.08 
9.46 
10.32 
12.36 
13.00 
11.87 
16.83 
15.45 
14.30 
32.01 

8.00 

1.00 

26.06 

3.32 

4.33 

4.64 

6.09 

14.24 

29.59 

6.39 

3.12 

5.54 

27.08 

8  .00 

500-749 

3.95 

750-999 

6.  16 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,090-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

3.79 
7.84 
12.71 
14.93 
16.  45 
13.39 
19.19 
21.04 
23.  05 
20.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

A.verage 

5  expenditures  for— 

CO 

^ 

^ 

^ 

_^ 

T3 

a 

o 

3 

m 

<D 

5 

Analysis    unit,   occupa- 

£ 

T3 

O 

'i^ 

« 

-c 

o 

1 

tional    group,    family 

o 

^ 

«S 

« 

a 

^^ 

type,  and  income  class 

l3 

C8 

Tl^ 

_ 

03 

-a^ 

(dollars) 

a 

^> 

£ 

cs  3 

^ 

t- 

s 

2 

S? 

l^i 

,1^ 

fl 

■^ 

5-- 

XJ 

.2 

.^j 

a 

« 

S 

a 
>> 

.a 

a 

s 

1 

.22 

.2 

'a 

5-^ 

^ 

a 

Q 

i 

m 

w 

< 

Q 

S 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— continued 

Southeast — white  families 

Occupational  groups: 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

466 

454 

355 

180 

428 

34 

114 

56.47 

19.02 

6.15 

12.57 

3.40 

6.13 

250-499 

33 
65 
74 
80 

31 
59 

74 
77 

21 
40 
57 
66 

3 
15 
19 
26 

28 
53 
71 
73 

2 

1 
6 
5 

2 
12 
14 

17 

16.73 
24.09 
49.20 
52.69 

7.21 
10.71 
19.40 
19.49 

.15 
L38 
1.01 
4.32 

5.71 
6.62 
11.44 
12.92 

3.00 

.55 

3.11 

3.59 

.33 

500-749    

2.85 

750-999 

2.73 

1,000-1,249 

4.26 

1,250-1,499 

57 

56 

48 

29 

54 

1 

12 

51.17 

20.49 

7.81 

12.73 

.18 

3.86 

1,500-1,749 

54 

54 

41 

29 

52 

7 

20 

70.05 

14.52 

9.04 

11.72 

6.96 

9.35 

1,750-1,999 

45 

45 

37 

29 

40 

4 

16 

94.64 

25.80 

13.20 

20.70 

3.47 

17.73 

2,000-2,249 

28 

28 

20 

12 

27 

2 

13 

68.82 

19.61 

11.39 

14.25 

3.61 

10.46 

2,250-2,499 

20 

20 

17 

12 

20 

4 

5 

121.  35 

48.95 

19.85 

22.15 

10.30 

11.10 

2,500-2,999 

10 

10 

8 

6 

10 

2 

3 

102.  80 

29.40 

10.80 

23.10 

8.50 

7.90 

Clerical,  business, 

and  professional 

650 
18 

640 

489 
14 

364 

612 

104 

127 

89.40 

23.27 

13.69 

17.07 

9.53 

5.09 

500-749 

18 

7 

18 

2 

2 

36.83 

12.22 

1.17 

12.66 

3.33 

.83 

750-999 

44 

44 

27 

14 

40 

3 

1 

35.34 

10.48 

2.30 

7.85 

8.65 

.07 

1,000-1,249 

73 

69 

57 

27 

68 

5 

19 

45.22 

18.34 

4.23 

10.97 

2.23 

3.58 

1,250-1,499 

79 

78 

62 

36 

74 

16 

11 

85.10 

21.87 

9.78 

14.69 

12.63 

4.18 

1,500-1,749 

78 

77 

53 

38 

72 

14 

15 

76.36 

23.83 

11.44 

15.86 

8.49 

3.20 

1,750-1.999 

93 

93 

65 

59 

90 

11 

16 

75.13 

19.58 

16.38 

17.21 

4.08 

4.87 

2,000-2,249 

78 

78 

70 

57 

75 

13 

17 

95.08 

27.16 

14.51 

18.88 

8.64 

4.60 

2,25(^2.499 

47 

46 

33 

32 

44 

4 

12 

82.83 

14.60 

18.07 

15.02 

2.00 

12.68 

2,500-2,999 

59 

.59 

43 

40 

58 

11 

15 

106.  49 

24.12 

17.76 

20.94 

18.71 

7.56 

3,000  or  over 

81 

78 

65 

54 

73 

25 

19 

189.  31 

42.84 

27.75 

28.58 

20.73 

7.38 

Family-type  groups: 

Typel 

240 

230 

157 
5 

109 

211 

33 

61 

75.33 

21.14 

9.87 

n.2i 

8.58 

6.01 

250-499 

9 

9 

2 

9 

2 

1 

26.78 

10.56 

.33 

4.67 

11.00 

.22 

500-749 

21 
25 

19 
25 

14 
16 

4 
7 

17 
23 

0 
3 

5 
3 

23.24 
38.68 

10.52 
14.32 

.71 
1.44 

6.48 

8.72 

.00 
6.44 

2.57 

750-999 

1.12 

1,000-1,249 

32 

27 

21 

10 

26 

2 

3 

37.72 

18.53 

5.50 

6.13 

1.19 

2.06 

1,250-1,499 

31 

30 

21 

13 

27 

5 

7 

70.84 

22.55 

6.90 

11.86 

7.19 

5.03 

1,500-1,749 

28 

28 

20 

16 

25 

5 

5 

79.61 

25.75 

9.68 

10.43 

7.46 

3.43 

1,750-1,999 

29 

29 

15 

15 

26 

1 

8 

52.69 

7.00 

13.03 

13.91 

.34 

12.17 

2,000-2,249 

25 

25 

19 

14 

22 

6 

9 

94.72 

22.60 

10.64 

n.64 

9.36 

10.64 

2,250-2,499 

11 

11 

8 

8 

10 

1 

2 

95.36 

19.09 

32.64 

14.00 

5.91 

13.64 

2,500-2,999 

14 

14 

9 

10 

13 

2 

4 

124.  57 

22.07 

19.00 

18.22 

46.07 

8.86 

3,000  or  over 

15 

13 

9 

10 

13 

6 

4 

270.  87 

73.27 

25.60 

22.60 

25.00 

9.87 

Types  2  and  3 

441 

436 

356 

209 

419 

59 

86 

74.55 

23.63 

10.51 

16.88 

5.41 

4.58 

250-499 

13 

12 

9 

1 

10 

0 

0 

13. 15 

7.08 

.15 

5.31 

.00 

.00 

500-749 

37 

35 

23 

14 

33 

3 

7 

31.59 

10.70 

2.16 

8.41 

2.59 

2.73 

750-999 

50 
65 

50 
64 

36 

55 

14 
19 

47 
62 

3 
4 

9 
15 

45.64 
53.55 

17.20 
22.66 

1.50 
3.48 

10.16 
13.88 

1.54 
3.03 

3.06 

1,000-1,249 

3.72 

1,250-1,499 

59 

58 

51 

26 

56 

7 

5 

68.78 

21.34 

10.12 

12.96 

6.86 

2.64 

1,500-1,749 

50 

50 

37 

23 

48 

7 

12 

60.16 

22.82 

7.14 

14.70 

3.44 

3.14 

1,750-1,999 

53 

53 

46 

33 

53 

10 

9 

95.22 

30.43 

14.15 

22.88 

5.56 

6.60 

2,000-2,249 

38 

38 

34 

27 

37 

7 

8 

105.  94 

32.89 

17.10 

25.75 

11.29 

2.63 

2,250-2,499 

21 

21 

19 

14 

21 

1 

8 

80.24 

19.99 

13.86 

19.10 

.48 

15.76 

2,500-2,999 

25 

25 

19 

14 

25 

6 

6 

87.28 

28.32 

15.12 

18.60 

5.40 

9.16 

3,000  or  over 

30 

30 

27 

24 

27 

11 

'' 

192.  30 

40.27 

40.96 

36.58 

18.97 

6.73 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table    46. — selected    items    of    medical    care:  Number    of  families 

expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expenditures  for— 

Analysis   unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Is 
o 

'i 
a 
>> 

< 
(3) 

el 
.2 
.2 

!>» 

(4) 

1 

Q 

(5) 

s, 

a 
a 

g 
'■5 

(6) 

O 

a 

1 
s, 

1 

(7) 

1 

ii 
li 

W 

(8) 

1 
''3 

a 

(9) 

i 

Ph 
(10) 

1 

Q 

(11) 

g 

'3 

(12) 

o 

a 

o 
o 

1 

t 

w 

(13) 

s 
ii 

li 

■a.H 
1 

a 

(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— continued 

Southeast— white  families— 
Continued 

Family-type  groups- 
Continued. 
Types  4  and  5 

No. 
435 

No. 
428 

No. 
331 

No. 
226 

No. 
410 

No. 
46 

No. 
104 

Dot. 
76.94 

Dot. 
19.53 

Dot. 
10.94 

Dot. 
15.69 

Dot. 
7.67 

Dol. 
6.21 

250-499 

500-749 

11 
25 
43 
56 
46 
54 
56 
43 
35 
30 
36 

10 
23 
43 
55 
46 
53 
56 
43 
34 
30 
35 

17 
32 
47 
38 
37 
41 
37 
23 
23 
29 

0 
4 
12 
24 
26 
28 
40 
28 
22 
22 
20 

9 
21 
41 
53 
45 
51 
51 
43 
33 
30 
33 

0 
0 
3 
4 
5 
9 
4 
2 
6 
5 
8 

1 
2 
3 
18 
11 
18 
15 
13 
7 
8 
8 

12.73 
22.88 
45.28 
50.50 
73.61 
83.37 
83.43 
68.58 
102.  46 
112.  83 
152.  86 

4.64 
11.  96 
15.79 
14.86 
20.39 
14.46 
20.82 
19.81 
29.57 
23.33 
32.30 

.00 
.64 
1.51 
4.52 
8.85 
13.92 
17.67 
12.44 
17.03 
17.07 
17.64 

7.00 
8.44 
10.85 
13.13 
16.42 
15.62 
16.40 
14.03 
16.97 
24.90 
24.42 

.00 
.00 
8.67 
3.84 
8.26 
12.17 
4.12 
2.60 
6.43 
13.63 
20.42 

.82 
L80 

750-999            

.56 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000  or  over 

5.25 
5.17 
9.30 
9.79 
6.65 
9.63 
5.73 
6.89 

Southeast— Negro  families 

Occupational  groups: 
Wage-earner 

375 

355 

227 

75 

319 

12 

168 

28.74 

7.35 

1.52 

5.37 

L58 

10.46 

0-249          

41 
141 
83 
72 
38 

36 
133 
78 
71 
37 

16 
73 
60 
51 

27 

0 
21 
22 
20 
12 

32 

114 
73 
65 
35 

0 
1 
6 
2 
3 

6 
69 
37 
39 
17 

7.12 
18.04 
32.32 
43.87 
55.29 

2.73 
3.78 
8.32 
11.86 
14.89 

.00 

.50 

1.52 

2.28 

5.55 

2.37 
3.34 
6.02 
6.82 
11.98 

.00 

.33 

3.71 

2.32 

1.87 

1.85 

250-499 

8.85 

500-749  

10.07 

750-999 

16.28 

1,000-1,249 

15.46 

Clerical,  business, 
and  professional 

100 

99 

63 

29 

92 

3 

47 

38.64 

8.40 

2.75 

9.01 

.85 

14.78 

0-249 

6 
18 
25 
19 
12 
10 
5 
5 

6 
18 
25 
18 
12 
10 
5 
5 

2 
13 
15 

6 
4 
3 

0 
4 
10 
5 
2 
5 
2 
1 

6 
16 
22 
18 
12 
8 
5 
5 

0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 

1 
5 
13 

8 
7 
5 
3 
5 

8.00 
14.72 
35.56 
36.47 
49.75 
45.50 
41.40 
142.  00 

.66 
4.39 
6.08 
11.74 
10.08 
13.50 
5.80 
19.40 

.00 
.67 
5.72 
3.68 
.25 
2.50 
1.40 
3.00 

2.18 
3.78 
5.04 
7.68 
6.33 
8.70 
6.80 
70.20 

.00 
.00 
.00 
.47 
6.33 
.00 
.00 
.00 

5.  16 

250-499  

4.44 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

i.,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

14.36 
12.33 
22.18 
19.00 
24.20 
39.40 

Family-type  groups: 
Type  1 

145 

139 

83 

28 

117 

4 

74 

28.19 

7.38 

1.92 

5.24 

.93 

11. 11 

0-249  

14 

54 

28 

27 

14 

5 

2 

1 

11 

53 

28 

26 

13 

5 

2 

1 

4 

27 
19 
17 
10 
4 
2 
0 

0 

9 
6 
4 
2 
0 
0 

8 

44 

24 

22 

12 

4 

2 

1 

0 

1 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 

3 

29 
11 
20 

7 
2 
1 
1 

5.07 
19.13 
25.43 
47.74 
47.50 
42.80 
8  36.  00 
8  31.00 

.50 
3.65 
6.11 
14.00 
13.36 
22.80 
8  8.00 

8.00 

.00 
.41 
2.46 
2.30 
8.14 
2.40 

8.00 
8.00 

1.50 
3.67 
5.04 
8.07 
8.14 
8.60 
8  7.50 
8  10.  00 

.00 

.87 
.71 
.44 
4.00 
.00 

8.00 
8.00 

2.65 

250-499  

10.45 

500-749 

9  26 

750-999 

19.53 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

9.44 

8.40 

8 13.  00 

821.00 

Types  2  and  3 

156 

147 

94 

32 

135 

3 

65 

24.78 

6.06 

1.62 

4.78 

.91 

9.20 

0-249 

20 
57 
39 
25 
8 
3 
2 
2 

18 
54 
35 
25 
8 
3 
2 
2 

9 
33 

27 
16 
5 
2 
1 
1 

0 
9 

12 
6 
1 
2 

1 

1 

17 
47 
33 
24 
8 
2 
2 
2 

0 
0 

2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

4 

27 

14 

12 

3 

2 

1 

2 

9.35 
18.79 
30.08 
32.96 
38.62 
34.67 
8  24.  OO 
8  75.  00 

3.10 
5.33 
7.59 
5.84 
13.25 
7.00 

8  1.00 

8  4.00 

.00 

.51 

2.26 

4.52 

.12 

1.67 

8  1.00 

8  7.50 

2.75 
3.90 
5.08 
5.72 
11.00 
5.33 
8  4.50 
8  7.00 

.00 
.00 
3.41 
.36 
.00 
.00 

8.00 
8.00 

3  50 

250-499 

7  06 

500-749  

8  03 

750-999 

15  20 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

13.00 

19.00 

8 17.  50 

8  36.  50 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Numher  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  hy 
occupation  and  income  and  hy  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
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[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife. 

both  native-born] 

.2 

H 

C3 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average «  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

S 

C3 

s 

a 
< 

(3) 

1 

P-i 
(4) 

1 

P 
(5) 

a 
i 

(6) 

s 
1 

1 

(7) 

No. 
8 

rS 

(8) 

No. 
76 

§ 
1 

S 

< 
(9) 

a 
'3 

1 

(10) 

S 
(11) 

c 
1 

3 
o 

(12) 

o 

a 
1 

(13) 

a 
« 

If 

■a  .a 

1 
w 

(14) 

SMALL  CITIES— continued 

Southeast— Negro 
/amzV/es— Continued 

Family-type  groups- 
Continued 
Types  4  and  5 

No. 
174 

No. 
168 

No. 
113 

No. 
44 

No. 
159 

Dol. 
.  38.  45 

Dol. 
9.09 

Dol. 
1.80 

Dol. 
8.10 

Dol. 
2.30 

Dol 
13.53 

0-249     

13 

48 

41 

39 

28 

2 

1 

2 

13 

44 

40 

38 

28 

2 

1 

2 

5 
26 
29 
30 
20 
0 
1 
2 

273 

0 
9 
11 
13 
9 
1 
1 
0 

163 

13 

39 

38 

37 

27 

2 

1 

2 

313 

0 
0 
3 
1 
4 
0 
0 
0 

47 

0 

.  18 

25 

15 

14 

1 

1 

2 

6.31 

14.69 

41.14 

44.59 

6L57 

s  68.  50 

s  87.  00 

8  264;  50 

3.61 
2.31 
9.17 
14.18 
14.07 

5.00 

5  11.00 
5  44.50 

.00 

.64 
2.73 

L51 

3.54 

5  4.00 

5  5.00 

5.00 

2.62 

2.46 

7.00 

7.08 

11.75 

5  14.00 

5  10.  00 

5 163.  50 

.00 

.00 

3.78 

3.97 

3.25 

5.00 
5.00 
5.00 

.00 

250-499 

7  51 

500-749 

15.17 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1.749 

1,750-1,999 

12.82 
22.03 
^45.50 
5  60.00 
5  51.50 

VILLAGES 

New  England 
Occupational  groups: 

392 

372 

51 

56.48 

14.68 

7.22 

5.57 

10.87 

3  34 

250-499  

7 
36 
63 
85 
69 
50 
42 
40 

7 

32 
59 
83 
65 
48 
39 
39 

6 

20 
39 
62 
45 
34 
33 
34 

1 
9 
14 
37 
26 
25 
26 
25 

5 
29 
54 
66 
54 
40 
35 
30 

0 
2 
2 

15 
8 
4 

10 
6 

1 
4 
2 
11 
12 
8 
5 
8 

42.14 
29.25 
36.89 
73.92 
49.00 
68.02 
61.69 
70.32 

16.28 
10.03 
15.  48 
14.03 
12.82 
15.44 
18.05 
17.46 

4.28 
2.75 
3.21 
4.93 
8.55 
8.92 
13.17 
12.43 

7.86 
5.75 
3.78 
4.40 

5.71 
7.04 
8.40 
5.22 

.00 
3.08 
8.73 
15.96 
10.94 
12.80 
8.19 
12.62 

2.86 

500-749 

1  30 

750-999 

.71 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

3.89 
3.82 
1.86 
2.62 
10.02 

Clerical,  business, 
and  professional 

351 

332 

6 
29 
34 
49 
47 
47 
36 
30 
30 
24 

251 

198 

275 

45 

60 

66.12 

'  15.66 

10.35 

6.62 

n.30 

4.58 

500-749  ... 

6 
32 
41 
51 
48 
47 
37 
32 
31 
26 

6 
21 
25 
35 
37 
34 
28 
21 
28 
16 

4 
10 
17 
21 
28 
29 
29 
21 
21 
18 

5 
20 
31 
40 
39 
38 
26 
26 
27 
23 

0 
1 
4 
4 
5 
8 
5 
8 
4 
6 

1 
5 
6 
3 
8 
9 
7 
5 
8 
8 

50.83 
32.53 
39.58 
35.96 
48.71 
77.87 
72.65 
95.84 
108.  03 
127.  00 

11.50 
11.22 
12.95 
11.72 
12.21 
16.36 
14.89 
20.97 
30.90 
15.50 

10.83 
4.94 
4.10 
5.56 
6.92 
12.72 
16.48 
13.62 
13.61 
21.54 

22.67 
3.66 
4.98 
4.20 
5.29 
6.49 
5.65 

10.91 
7.42 

n.8i 

.00 

3.50 

5.44 

5.53 

9.28 

18.20 

12.  14 

10.62 

16.49 

28.83 

1  33 

750-999 

2  78 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2.000-2.249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

2.02 
.92 
4.90 
5.57 
2.49 
4.34 
9.68 
13.58 

Family-type  groups: 
Type  1    . 

202 

185 

133 

73 

151 

17 

27 

50.23 

13.97 

5.81 

5.23 

8.03 

2  77 

250-499 

6 
16 
34 
30 
36 
29 
16 
23 
6 
6 

6 

14 
29 
25 
33 
28 
16 
22 
6 
6 

5 
10 
21 
17 
24 
20 
10 
16 

5 
_5 

1 
4 
7 
7 
14 

'I 

12 
4 
4 

4 
14 
24 
21 

28 
21 
12 
15 
6 
6 

0 
0 
1 
5 
0 
5 
3 
3 
0 
0 

1 
3 
2 
2 
5 
6 
0 
4 
2 
2 

43.67 
33.06 
41.44 
36.  33 
26.  11 
79.96 
65.  50 
79.87 
64.67 
54.00 

14.00 
10.56 
21.35 
6.57 
10.11 
13.14 
21.00 
13.87 
30.00 
10.83 

5.00 
5.62 
3.65 
3.16 
5.78 
3.76 
8.50 
9.65 
11.00 
15.  34 

9.00 
10.07 
4.06 
2.97 
3.83 
5.28 
7.00 
6.22 
3.83 
7.50 

.00 

.00 

3.29 

7.19 

.00 

27.17 

8.12 

16.26 

.00 

.00 

3.33 

2.00 

91 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1.500-1,749 

1,750-1.999 

2,000-2.499 

2.500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

.97 
1.72 
3.55 
.00 
5.00 
13.17 
14.67 

See  tootnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table    46. — selected    items    of    medical    care:   Number    of  fam'-'lies 

expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 


[Nonrelief  families 

that  include  a 

husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

.2 
1 
(2) 

No. 

277 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  «  expenditures  for — 

Analysis   unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

2 
a 
o 

'3 

a 

a 

< 

(3) 

No. 
264 

(4) 

No. 
198 

a 
<o 

Q 

(5) 

No. 
150 

i-i 

'i 

(6) 

No. 
225 

i 

o 

1 

'a 
o 

w 

(7) 

a 

h 

1 

w 

(8) 

2 

1 

"'3 

a 

(9) 

.1 
o 

t 
.a 

(10) 

a 
Q 
(11) 

;-! 

a 

C3 

<» 
1=1 

a 

(12) 

i 

u 
O 

o 

1 

(13) 

a 

1 

W 

(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

New  England— Con. 

Family-type   groups — 
Continued 
Types  2  and  3 

No. 
46 

No. 
43 

Dol. 
65.65 

Dol. 
16.30 

Dol. 
9.23 

Dol. 
6.46 

Dol. 
13.92 

Dol. 

4.54 

250-499    -  -      --. 

1 
17 
37 
50 
49 
35 
36 
29 
10 
13 

1 

16 
35 
47 
47 
35 
35 
28 

9 
11 

1 
10 
21 
37 
32 
24 
34 
24 
9 
6 

193 

0 
5 

12 
24 
20 
26 
26 
23 
6 
8 

138 

1 
12 
30 
41 
38 
31 
33 
20 

8 
11 

0 
2 
1 
9 
8 
4 
6 
9 
2 
5 

0 
1 
4 
7 
5 
7 
7 
6 
3 
3 

833.  00 
31.88 
28.57 
65.58 
58.16 
49.83 
65.30 
91.45 
169.  00 
152.  92 

8  30.  00 
11.24 
9.00 
16.30 
15.12 
13.54 
20.17 
21.76 
37.60 
15.15 

8.00 

1.06 
5.95 
4.92 
10.16 
13.21 
14.42 
13.38 
12.10 
6.54 

81.00 

5.76 
3.41 
4.92 
5.92 
5.09 
8.14 
7.34 
11.20 
17.85 

8.00 

6.52 
4.06 
18.64 
13.46 
8.49 
7.30 
13.94 
34.20 
63.63 

8.00 

500-749 

1.00 

750-999  

2.73 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4.72 
3.18 
3.91 
6.33 
5.24 
12.00 
8.62 

Types  4  and  5 

264 

255 

212 

29 

41 

64.46 

14.83 

10.38 

6.30 

10.44 

4.17 

250-499 

0 
9 
24 
46 
35 
34 
37 
57 
15 
7 

0 
8 
24 
45 
34 
32 
35 
55 
15 
7 

365 

0 
6 
18 
33 
24 
27 
23 
43 
14 
5 

234 

0 
4 
5 

23 
13 
15 
21 
40 
11 
6 

163 

0 

8 
20 
35 
28 
27 
28 
47 
13 

6 

319 

0 
0 
1 
5 
4 
0 
9 
7 
2 
1 

0 

1 
1 
8 
5 
3 
7 
10 
3 
3 

500-749 

31.89 
37.46 
76.91 
40.71 
49.29 
77.08 
71.56 
84.73 
141.  43 

7.78 
11.46 
15.48 
10.80 
14.79 
12.57 
17.02 
26.80 
20.14 

13.50 

6.22 
.67 
5.35 
4.77 
6.09 
13.  41 
16.38 
15.66 
54.72 

9.33 
3.83 
5.28 
5.14 
8.10 
6.84 
7.21 
6.33 
4.28 

.00 
16.68 
9.39 
10.78 
.00 
21.79 
9.05 
11.27 
7.71 

.67 

750-999 

.08 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

3.24 
2.63 
2.59 
3.89 
6.40 
6.73 
21.87 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Occupational  groups: 
Wage-earner 

389 

50 

71 

49.04 

5.17 

8.41 

6.31 

4  26 

250-499 

31 
78 
102 
57 
55 
39 
12 
15 

714 

26 

95 
54 
55 
39 
12 
15 

684 

16 
34 
66 
36 
35 
30 
7 
10 

468 

7 

24 
39 
23 
33 
23 
7 
7 

413 

22 
63 
80 
49 
48 
35 
10 
12 

4 
6 
9 
7 

14 
8 
0 
2 

3 

5 
10 

9 
17 
11 

6 
10 

35.26 
25.72 
35.53 
62.70 
75.69 
67.20 
75.17 
73.06 

10.19 
6.45 
11.89 
16.09 
19.45 
24.18 
6.42 
14.27 

1.77 
4.54 

3^44 
8.18 
8.00 
18.26 
5.40 

4.22 
6.01 
5.84 
12.60 
12.86 
10.39 
6.83 
11.27 

7.01 
2.23 
6.33 
8.33 
12.15 
7.82 
.00 
4.67 

.74 

500-749 

91 

750-999 

2  00 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

3.23 
8.76 
5.44 
13.33 
21.52 

Clerical,  business, 
and  professional 

583 

97 

161 

76.34 

18.05 

11.02 

9.76 

9.36 

8.02 

500-749 

48 
80 
98 
116 
92 
75 
59 
51 
38 
36 
12 
9 

44 
79 
93 
112 
89 
70 
57 
51 
37 
33 
10 
9 

31 
55 
61 
77 
69 
44 
31 
32 
30 
29 
6 
3 

20 
33 
49 
71 
58 
46 
38 
37 
22 
25 
6 
8 

36 
66 
79 
99 
75 
56 
46 
46 
33 
30 
9 
8 

5 

9 

8 

12 

12 

14 

10 

10 

6 

9 

1 

1 

5 
9 
17 
27 
25 
15 
15 
20 
14 
11 
2 
] 

57.02 
44.16 
54.  15 
62.18 
82.96 
88.76 
77.37 
114.35 
105.  63 
133.  38 
133.  33 
68.22 

15.62 
14.04 
15.37 
11.60 
18.74 
19.77 
14.82 
20.74 
34.90 
31.25 
36.33 
15.22 

4.69 
3.30 
6.41 
10.73 
12.44 
11.25 
18.08 
14.12 
17.35 
17.86 
16.  25 
25.22 

7.79 
6.40 
7.50 
9.77 
9.10 
13.04 
7.76 
12.37 
11.21 
15.03 
20.67 
9.89 

12.45 
7.41 
4.10 
6.18 

11.30 

15.48 
9.98 

18.54 
8.95 

10.89 
1.25 
1.33 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

6,000-9,999 

1.12 

4.56 

6.65 

7.58 

7.77 

6.00 

16.25 

10.60 

30.64 

33.49 

1.33 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46.^ — selected  items  of  medical  c^^re:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

'■B  - 

B 
(3) 

(4) 

a 

o 

P. 
(5) 

s 

'V 

a 
a 

(6) 

i 
a 

o 
o 

i 

(7) 

a 
1 

a 

(8) 

1 

i 
a 

(9) 

a 

03 

1 
>> 

(10) 

1 

Q 

(11) 

-a 

a 
ce 

'3 
'■B 

1 

(12) 

T3 

1 

O 

a 
§ 

"3 

W 
(13) 

1 

li 

1 

w 

(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Plains  and  Mountain— 
Continued 

Family -type  groups: 

Typel 

No. 
335 

No. 
309 

No. 
168 

No. 
137 

No. 
253 

No. 
30 

No. 
74 

Dol. 

49.56 

Dol. 

12.46 

Dol. 

6.41 

Dol. 

7.19 

Dol. 

4.80 

Dol. 

4.90 

250-499 

13 

56 

51 

46 

51 

37 

31 

35 

4 

5 

3 

3 

11 

50 

47 

41 

49 

36 

26 

35 

4 

5 

2 

3 

7 

22 

31 

20 

26 

27 

11 

15 

2 

5 

1 

1 

0 
14 
21 
17 
24 
17 
13 
22 
2 
3 
1 
3 

10 

43 

37 

33 

42 

29 

20 

28 

3 

4 

2 

2 

1 

1 
5 
3 
5 
4 
5 
5 
1 
0 
0 
0 

2 

6 

8 

12 

13 

12 

6 

13 

1 

0 

1 

0 

31.08 
15.41 
46.47 
49.46 
57.78 
57.86 
57.32 
74.54 
58.50 
124.  40 
66.67 
55.33 

11.00 
3.55 
13.43 
11.85 
11.92 
20  52 
12.39 
12.  11 
23.75 
39.00 
33.00 
12.67 

.00 
1.43 
3.55 
3.96 
7.10 
6.81 
5.55 

19.07 
2.25 

28.60 
3.33 

29.66 

3.62 
4.42 
7.06 
7.30 
8.22 
9.59 
7.58 
6.31 
4.25 
24.80 
6.67 
8.99 

3.00 

.36 

9.30 

3.22 

6.06 

6.65 

0  29 

3.94 

10  00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1  15 

500-749  

1.52 

750-999 

1  04 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

0  89 
6.00 
7.57 
4.77 
9.94 
13.75 
.00 
12.00 
.00 

Types  2  and  3 

451 

435 

326 

268 

381 

75 

94 

71.  23 

17.99 

10  21 

10  19 

8.53 

8.46 

250-499 

13 
48 
83 
67 
70 
57 
32 
48 
14 
12 
4 
3 

10 
42 
80 
66 
69 
56 
32 
48 
14 
12 
3 
3 

7 

28 
59 
53 
55 
44 
23 
31 
13 
11 
2 
0 

4 

22 
34 
37 
49 
39 
25 
34 
11 
9 
2 
2 

8 
38 
68 
59 
63 
48 
27 
40 
12 
12 
3 
3 

3 

6 
7 
8 

16 
9 
5 

11 
3 
6 
1 
0 

1 
2 
8 
10 
20 
17 
9 
17 
4 
6 
0 
0 

47.31 
36.08 
35.20 
59.82 
70  87 
94.03 
105.  88 
96.77 
105.  64 
203.  25 
123.  00 
28.33 

10  62 
13.71 
12.73 
20  75 
15.01 
21.12 
18.12 
21.69 
20  00 
38.42 
62.50 
.00 

3.15 
5.14 
3.94 
0  19 
9.69 
13.47 
20  67 
15.79 
24  72 

iolso 

20  00 
12.33 

4.92 
0  74 
5.21 
10  19 
13.15 
10  81 
15.78 
11.48 
8.57 
21.33 
25.00 
8.33 

13.69 
4.46 
2.54 
4.37 
9.79 
12.93 
11.03 
14.48 
12.15 
24.83 
3.75 
.00 

62 

500-749      

17 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

3.69 
9.30 

8.56 
11.41 
15.54 
9.78 
78.50 
.00 
.00 

Types  4  and  5 

317 

305 

208 

171 

268 

42 

64 

78.40 

18.48 

9.85 

1018 

11.62 

O08 

250-499 

5 

22 
48 
42 
50 
37 
24 
42 
20 
19 
5 
3 

5 

21 
47 
40 
49 
36 
24 
40 
19 
16 
5 
3 

2 
15 
31 
24 
31 
28 
17 
27 
15 
13 
3 
2 

3 
8 
17 
18 
31 
25 
15 
26 
9 
13 
3 
3 

4 
18 
41 
36 
42 
33 
19 
36 
18 
14 
4 
3 

0 
4 
6 
4 
5 

4 
6 
2 
3 
0 
1 

0 
2 
3 
4 
11 

6 

15 
9 
5 
1 
1 

14.80 
97.64 
38.85 
61.86 
69.36 
74.40 
99.75 
lOO  93 
115.05 
91.63 
181.  60 
121.  00 

7.00 
18.00 
12.37 
11.62 
15.14 
19.03 
24.83 
16.21 
47.55 
24.68 
17.40 
33.00 

2.80 
11.45 

2.12 

5.40 
13.10 
11.81 

9.59 
10  55 
15.20 
13.38 
21.00 
33.67 

4.00 
12.36 

6.57 
10  21 
10  02 

7.32 
13.34 
11.57 
14.45 

8.47 
25.60 
12.33 

.00 
24.42 
9.41 
10  39 
5.50 
9.78 
25.51 
18.36 
6.50 
4.95 
.00 
4.00 

00 

500-749  

68 

750-999 

37 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

1.60 
5.92 
3.81 
9.58 
9.81 

10  55 
8.47 

73.20 
4.00 

Pacific 

Occupational  groups: 
Wage-earner 

676 

644 

429 

352 

544 

79 

194 

68.43 

20  78 

9.98 

9.62 

5.94 

8  46 

250-499 

28 
65 
105 
110 
100 
108 
70 
64 
26 

•     26 
61 
102 
101 
95 
104 
69 
61 
25 

15 
39 
60 
68 
61 
72 
48 
46 
20 

9 
28 
46 
50 
57 
60 
45 
40 
17 

20 
48 
87 
87 
81 
85 
58 
58 
20 

0 

8 
12 
13 

6 
18 

6 
12 

4 

7 
9 

16 
25 
30 
42 
25 
29 
11 

27.68 
42.84 
46.00 
54.32 
64.60 

102.  72 
80  10 
90  12 

113.  88 

10  43 
13.40 
13.15 
15.45 
23.51 
31.79 
18.23 
27.80 
37.23 

3.11 
4.57 
6.71 
8.63 
9.93 
13.57 
12.44 
11.64 
24.42 

7.24 
10  67 
7.29 
8.72 
8.92 
10  09 
9.87 
13.47 
13.38 

.00 
3.28 
5.57 
5.83 
2.24 
11.32 
5.94 
7.83 
8.31 

4  61 

500-749 

2  72 

750-999 

3  06 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

4.96 
8.63 
12.53 
14.08 
13.66 
18.04 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families 

that  include  a 

husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 
(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expneditures  for— 

Analysis   unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

a 
% 
a 
>> 

< 

(3) 

a 

Ph 
(4) 

(5) 

CO 

2 
1 

1 

1 
(6) 

o 

1 

la 

t 

w 

(7) 

No. 
101 

Ji 

1 
W 

(8) 

No. 
184 

£ 
1 

a 

(9) 

1 

(10) 

•1 

P 
(11) 

(12) 

o 
0 
8 

B 

W 
(13) 

a 

ii 

1 

w 

(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Pact^c— Continued 

Occupational      groups — 
Continued 
Clerical,  business, 
and  professional 

No. 
795 

No. 

752 

No. 

556 

No. 
471 

No. 
626 

Dol. 

89.83 

Dol. 
30  16 

Dol. 

14.44 

Dol. 
11.95 

Dol. 

8.36 

Dol. 
8.04 

500-749 

42 
81 
101 
104 
94 
104 
86 
58 
74 
51 

35 
74 
98 
95 
90 
101 
83 
54 
73 
49 

18 
46 
70 
78 
62 
87 
59 
40 
59 
37 

12 
32 
61 
69 
61 
68 
59 
39 
49 
31 

31 
57 
72 
87 
74 
89 
70 
43 
60 
43 

1 

8 
14 
11 

9 
19 

9 

5 

15 
10 

6 
10 
19 
15 
22 

I 

15 
24 
19 

26.81 
44.91 
72.78 
80  24 
88.44 
111.08 
81.38 
101.  24 
122.  48 
179.  60 

7.88 
14.60 
27.94 
33.59 
33.21 
34.96 
26.60 
38.83 
36.71 
41.90 

3.14 
5.66 
12.06 
11.73 
14.82 
17.14 
17.78 
19.47 
20.73 
21.23 

6.00 
8.91 
10  96 
10  97 
10  78 
15.40 
9.04 
11.65 
13.98 
23.12 

.86 
4.70 
9.15 
6.64 
8.30 
10  67 
7.52 
5.10 
10  26 
20  06 

3.93 

750-999 

2.43 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749____^__- 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3.000-3,999 

3.95 
4.04 
7.19 
10  36 
10  45 
10.91 
12.96 
19.04 

Family-type  groups: 
Type  1 

426 

398 

243 

194 

321 

47 

87 

64.84 

19.10 

10  28 

8.63 

6.84 

6.57 

250-499 .-_ 

19 
47 
82 
66 
56 
45 
36 
40 
26 
9 

17 
38 
79 
60 
55 
44 
35 
37 
25 
8 

10 
22 
44 
37 
36 
27 
25 
21 
18 
3 

4 
15 
35 
28 
24 
25 
22 
21 
14 

6 

14 
33 

66 
46 
46 
35 
27 
30 
19 
5 

I 

9 
8 
6 
6 
7 
5 
4 
0 

4 
6 
8 
11 
8 
12 
13 
13 
8 
4 

18.37 
28.91 
48.40 
61.68 
71.55 
83.06 

113.  25 
69.35 

109.  61 
47.78 

6.84 
7.07 
15.52 
19.64 
27.98 
24.75 
24.69 
15.25 
34.73 
2.33 

1.74 

5.04 

6.10 

9.83 

10  27 

14.38 

16.33 

11.78 

22.27 

11.45 

4.48 
9.83 
9.05 
7.20 
9.18 
10  11 
10  03 
7.45 
9.15 
5.33 

.00 
.72 
5.51 
11.17 
6.98 
7.71 
15.58 
6.15 
5.50 
.00 

3.05 

500-749  -       

2.19 

750-999 

2.  18 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499_  ____-_. 

1,500-1,749 

l,7f.0-l,999 

2,000-2,499 _. 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 _^ 

4.58 
3.09 
8.98 
13.97 
13.71 
12.65 
22.12 

Types  2  and  3 

581 

565 

448 

366 

481 

92 

167 

90  34 

29.76 

13.43 

12.11 

9.01 

9.05 

250-499      .  _      . 

3 

30 
53 

89 
87 
86 
85 
86 
37 
25 

3 
30 
51 
89 

82 
81 
85 
83 
36 
25 

2 

17 
36 
65 
66 
61 
75 
72 
32 
22 

294 

1 
13 
26 
55 
56 
54 
56 
60 
29 
16 

2 
22 
38 

72 
76 
70 
76 
71 
30 
24 

0 
2 
10 

18 
8 
13 
12 
13 
8 
8 

0 
6 
12 
24 
20 
30 
20 
29 
15 
11 

47.33 
36.13 
57.30 
72.09 
69.  53 
93.16 
92.41 
103.  07 
140  19 
233.  64 

43.00 
15.80 
17.90 
24.96 
27.29 
34.68 
26.15 
38.72 
37.05 
49.44 

2.33 
3.50 
8.69 
10  37 
11.19 
12.25 
16.04 
16.50 
24.85 
23.28 

2.00 
5.56 
7.94 
10  91 
9.65 
11.00 
14.13 
13.24 
13.43 
33.68 

.00 
.80 
9.31 
8.17 
4.74 
9.43 
8.58 
8.74 
10  84 
35.36 

.00 

500-749 

3  57 

750-999 

3.36 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

5.53 
7.24 
11.57 
7.35 
11.84 
16.24 
24.60 

Types  4  and  5 

464 

433 

263 

368 

41 

124 

80  95 

27.17 

13.02 

11.  42 

5.43 

8.73 

250-499  .  _ 

6 
30 
51 
56 
61 
71 
53 
82 
37 
17 

6 
28 
46 
50 
53 
69 
50 
78 
37 
16 

3 

18 
26 
36 
37 
46 
35 
52 
29 
12 

4 
12 
17 
28 
36 
42 
35 
57 
23 

9 

4 
24 
40 
41 
46 
54 
44 
70 
31 
14 

0 
5 
1 
1 
3 
8 
6 
8 
7 
2 

3 
3 

6 
9 
17 
22 
27 
21 
12 
4 

47.33 
48.93 
28.66 
50  68 
77.85 
107.  86 
98.64 
85.36 
107.  78 
169.94 

5.50 
13.20 

6.70 
17.  91 
31.20 
34.62 
33.96 
29.01 
38.14 
51.76 

7.83 
2.90 
3.98 
10  63 
10  88 
16.32 
13.24 
18.46 
18.10 
23.41 

18.67 
10  56 

6.34 
11.06 
11.14 

9.89 
13.77 
10  72 
17.51 
17.00 

.00 

6.37 

.41 

1.78 

1.84 

11.90 
4.45 
5.44 

11.65 
8.18 

11  83 

500-749 

4  40 

750-999 

3.  16 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

2.70 
7.87 
8.87 
17.63 
10  22 
13.46 
9.24 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


200       MISC.    PUBLICATION    4  02,    U.    S.    DEPT.    OF    AGRICULTURE 


Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Numher  of  families  having 
expenditure^)  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  m  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


.1 

s 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  «  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

o 
o 

1 

S 

a 
>> 

< 
(3) 

i 

(4) 

1 
(5) 

1 

8 

a 

(6) 

Si 

o 

a 

o 

2 

1 

(7) 

1 
.'2 

li 

'3 

o 

a 

(8) 

g 
1 

% 
a 

(9) 

1 
« 

(10) 

.22 

(11) 

bi 

a 

C3 

1 

s 

(12) 

i 

i 
§ 

1 

(13) 

i 

si 

1 

(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Southeast — white  families 

Occupational  groups: 
"Wage-earner 

No. 

7S8 

No. 

775 

No. 
583 

No. 
257 

No. 

726 

No. 

47 

No. 
115 

Dol. 

44.00 

Dol. 

13.70 

Dol. 

3.12 

Dol. 

10  95 

Dol. 

2.97 

Dol. 

4.51 

250-499 

63 
167 
145 
145 
113 
88 
41 
26 

60 
162 
145 
144 
111 
87 
40 
26 

40 
130 
105 
109 
82 
62 
34 
21 

11 
42 
47 
46 
44 
32 
18 
17 

56 
149 
138 
132 
107 
84 
38 
22 

1 
11 

7 

9 
4 
2 
6 

21 
16 
22 
28 
12 
9 
5 

20  73 
37.92 
36.29 
37.95 
51.17 
53.42 
47.98 
146.  96 

7.22 
13.85 
14.22 

n.9i 

13.21 
14.99 
13.66 
33.27 

.98 
1.21 
2.70 
2.86 
4.27 
4.30 
3.88 
14.04 

7.06 
10  66 
9.39 
9.78 
10  90 
14.59 
15.94 
17.34 

.76 
4.08 
2.08 
1.88 
2.67 
1.17 
1.00 
22.89 

.68 

500-749 

2.49 

750-999        

1.67 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499. ___---- 

3.59 
8.40 
7.32 

8.24 
15.38 

Clerical,     business, 
and  professional 

1,312 

1,286 

935 

632 

1,182 

209 

235 

88.42 

18.52 

8.23 

15.48 

15.58 

7.39 

500-749 

69 
112 
129 
173 
161 
132 
126 

93 
124 
117 

40 

36 

65 
109 
129 
168 
158 
132 
121 

92 
123 
115 

38 

36 

48 
83 
99 
124 
107 
103 
85 
67 
87 
82 
29 
21 

286 

21 
42 
57 
78 
76 
68 
61 
50 
70 
66 
25 
18 

178 

59 
100 
120 
153 
145 
125 
115 

85 
110 
106 

33 

31 

6 
12 
13 
15 
23 
26 
19 
20 
30 
22 
14 

9 

47 

7 
14 
21 
23 
22 
26 
28 
21 
29 
22 
10 
12 

72 

39.82 
46.62 
48.05 
47.82 
67.69 
98.05 
79.15 
99.86 
145.  93 
137.  31 
193.  02 
238.91 

59.95 

15.51 
13.13 

n.54 

12.43 
15.39 
22.88 
14.26 
22.04 
25.64 
24.39 
31.22 
41.58 

2.58 
3.62 
4.43 
4.75 
6.43 
5.50 
7.52 
8.87 
12.32 
11.90 
24.70 
38.20 

9.91 
8.74 
10  53 
10  24 
13.56 
19.60 
13.96 
17.61 
20  87 
22.91 
19.08 
36.66 

5.67 
11.50 
6.72 
6.94 
12.30 
21.27 
n.06 
17.71 
26.11 
28.21 
36.  4? 
24.08 

1.67 

750-999  

3.96 

1,000-1,249.. __-.- 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-J,999 

2,000-2,249 

2,250-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

4.94 
3.27 
4.14 
8.83 
9.66 
9.25 
10  95 
8.09 
27.92 
16.97 

Family-type  eroups: 

Typel 

464 

452 

408 

12.64 

5.88 

10.96 

10  03 

4.53 

250-499 

18 
54 
63 
55 
69 
67 
38 
50 
19 
17 

17 
50 
62 
55 
67 
66 
38 
48 
18 
17 

7 

13 

34 

42 

38 

39 

34 

25 

30 

12 

8 

6 

5 

4 

15 

20 

18 

27 

25 

19 

23 

10 

9 

5 

3 

15 
44 
56 
51 
63 
55 
35 
46 
15 
16 
6 
6 

0 
3 
8 
4 
6 
4 
3 
9 
6 
2 
1 
1 

2 
6 

7 

10 
9 
9 
11 
5 
2 
2 
2 

19.17 
30.30 
48.90 
44.96 
41.56 
46.04 
75.55 
79.06 
110.  63 
161. 00 
152. 14 
229.  14 

5.44 
11.18 

12.87 

n.93 

8.81 
10.08 
16.87 
13.22 
18.84 

8.00 
53.43 
34.43 

.39 
1.04 
2.89 
2.85 
4.12 
2.21 
6.34 
5.40 
5.79 
10  94 
13.71 
141.44 

5.72 
9.84 
9.11 
9.74 
9.80 
9.82 
9.71 
12.76 
15.84 
27.06 
17.72 
16.  86 

.00 
2.36 
16.19 
4.56 
2.26 
8.42 
18.55 
16.02 
34.37 
12.82 
17.15 
5.71 

2.39 

500-749               -  . 

1.89 

750-999 

1.90 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9.999 

1.93 
3.55 
4.39 
9.74 
4.68 

11.42 
9.53 

22.29 
7.43 

Types  2  and  3 

733 

725 

549 

308 

682 

97 

120 

70  98 

17.091     6.38 

14.59 

8.50 

6.58 

250-499 

29 
90 
88 
113 
92 
89 
56 
76 
40 
37 
14 
S 

28 
90 
88 
112 
90 
88 
56 
74 
40 
37 
13 
9 

19 
69 
65 
87 
72 
69 
45 
54 
27 
28 
9 
5 

3 
26 
33 
39 
35 
44 
25 
47 
20 
24 
8 
4 

27 
81 
86 
101 
85 
86 
53 
68 
40 
35 
11 
9 

0 
7 
6 
4 
10 
11 
12 
16 
13 
10 
6 
2 

0 
13 
11 
21 
16 
15 

4 
14 

8 
10 

4 

4 

18.93 
43.32 
45.03 
34.57 
55.43 
65.15 
85.57 
103.  61 
164.  35 
134.  38 
221.  21 
167. 00 

8.45 
16.12 
15.12 
10  21 
15.31 
15.  36 
19.96 
15.98 
30.05 
34.59 
24.30 
46.00 

1.34 
2.51 
3.46 
3.63 
3.92 
7.20 
3.25 
9.20 
13.98 
12.24 
48.36 
1  13.78 

7.31 
11.  41 
9.30 
9.51 
12.03 
15.98 
20.51 
15.41 
25.  85 
26.67 
19.86 
46.89 

.00 
5.98 
3.36 
.41 
6.12 
4.80 
19.04 
17.69 
28.02 
13.68 
12.14 
16.89 

.00 

500-749 

2.10 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

3.62 
6.14 
5.44 
7.06 
1.87 
1016 
5.05 
12.76 
57.01 
16.33 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 
(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for- 

Average  «  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

o 

B 

a 
< 

(3) 

PI 
.2 
.2 

P-i 
(4) 

a 
Q 
(5) 

a 

a 
;§ 
'3 

(6) 

o 

1 

Is 

"a 

w 

(7) 

g 

s 
ii 

cS  0 
CO 

w 

(8) 

1 

1 

a 
< 

(9) 

i 
>> 

(10) 

Q 
(11) 

Si 

a 

■i 

(12) 

x) 

1 
o 

a 
§ 

1 

a 
o 

W 
(13) 

a 

w 

(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Southeast— white  families  ~ 
Continued 

Family-type    groups- 
Continued 
Types  4  and  5 

No. 
693 

No. 

677 

No. 
520 

No. 
308 

No. 
622 

No. 

78 

No. 
121 

Dol. 

80.00 

Dol. 

17.94 

Dol. 
6.65 

Dol. 

15.22 

Dol. 

13.45 

Dol. 

6.78 

250-499        

10 
63 
70 
79 
94 
71 
62 
100 
56 
54 
16 
18 

10 
59 
68 
79 
91 
69 
61 
99 
56 
52 
15 
18 

5 

51 
54 
64 
69 
51 
53 
73 
41 
38 
11 
10 

3 
13 
23 
36 
41 
32 
32 
47 
32 
28 
11 
10 

9 
57 
63 
73 
84 
67 
58 
91 
46 
47 
13 
14 

1 
4 
1 
6 
6 
10 
9 
14 
10 
8 
5 
4 

0 

6 

11 

12 

15 

6 

15 

26 

14 

7 

4 

5 

31.30 
36.67 
30.37 
52.08 
45.50 
78.70 
85.92 
89.21 
151.32 
137. 11 
160. 06 
223.  72 

4.90 
15.05 
12.29 
14.25 
10.42 
21.22 
21.06 
22.21 
25.95 
20.41 
15.06 
35.67 

.60 
1.19 
3.83 
3.80 
4.55 
8.34 
5.39 
9.06 
12.95 
10.18 
11.56 
13.39 

10.30 
10.67 

8.72 
11.36 

9.42 
16.45 
20.83 
17.44 
19.70 
20.77 
17.12 
37.44 

4.80 
4.32 
.71 
8.88 
8.18 
14.51 
12.16 
9.50 
24.08 
46.42 
38.81 
14.94 

.00 

500-749 

2.89 

750-999 

3.38 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

,               5,000-9,999 

3.44 
4.66 
2.01 
10.03 
11.42 
15.68 
5.17 
10.19 
19.00 

\     Types  6  and  7 

210 

207 

163 

95 

196 

34 

37 

73.37 

20.34 

5.88 

12.40 

12.28 

7.77 

250-499 

6 

29 
36 
27 
31 
22 
17 
19 

9 

I 

2 

5 

28 

36 

27 

31 

22 

17 

18 

9 

9 

3 

2 

3 

24 

27 

19 

26 

15 

14 

16 

7 

8 

3 

534 

1 
9 
13 
10 
19 
7 

10 
11 
8 
5 
1 
1 

121 

5 
26 
33 
27 
28 
21 
17 
17 
9 
8 

I 

0 
3 
4 
6 
2 
2 
4 
6 
1 
2 
2 
2 

18 

0 
3 

1 
3 
10 
4 
7 
3 
2 
3 
0 
1 

16.50 
42.62 
36.50 
44.74 
58.39 
51.27 
112.  94 
122.  79 
105. 00 
105.  78 
332.  67 
8  733.50 

10.50 
13.10 
14.75 
10.37 
20.81 
11.23 
30.29 
32.37 
18.55 
37.33 
97.67 
8  100.00 

1.67 

.79 

1.14 

4.44 

7.48 

1.45 

7.53 

13.79 

14.89 

22.67 

10.00 

5 10. 00 

4.33 
8.10 
9.38 
9.97 

10.78 
10.04 
25.48 
15.58 
16.56 
12.33 
29.00 
8  53.00 

.00 

4.66 

6.25 

5.22 

.52 

2.86 

19.00 

28.42 

12.67 

7.78 

182.  33 

8  203.00 

.00 

•             500-749 

750-999 

2.00 

.28 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

'•            1,750-1,999 

'            2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

^            4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

3.18 
10.71 
11. 15 
23.94 
17.32 
6.78 
3.78 
.00 
8  35.00 

Southeast — Negro  families 

Occupational  groups: 
Wage-earner 

801 

760 

656 

301 

22.73 

6.51 

.92 

4.52 

.96 

8.15 

0-249 

138 

351 

218 

67 

27 

123 

332 

211 

67 

27 

77 

233 

151 

54 

19 

13 
48 
39 
18 
3 

101 
286 
184 
60 
25 

1 
9 
3 
2 
3 

48 
121 
91 
26 
15 

11.06 
19.00 
28.43 
34.98 
54.44 

3.22 
5.33 
8.52 
11.86 
9.33 

.33 

.52 

1.10 

3.00 

2.52 

2.09 
4.00 
5.85 
6.07 
8.96 

.12 

1.17 

.95 

.57 

3.56 

4.42 

250-499 

6.48 

500-749 

9.94 

750-999            

11.80 

1,000-1,249 

25.52 

Clerical,  business,  and 
professional 

171 

169 

116 

40 

151 

7 

65 

29.26 

8.09 

2.37 

6.38 

1.38 

8.21 

0-249 

8 
52 
50 
33 
17 
11 

8 
50 
50 
33 
17 
11 

4 
28 
37 
23 
14 
10 

0 

8 
17 
7 
5 
3 

8 
43 
45 
30 
15 
10 

0 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 

4 
16 
25 
11 
4 
5 

7.38 
22.90 
36.80 
30.15 
26.88 
41.91 

4.75 
4.84 
8.92 
10.97 
10.11 
10.36 

.00 
.46 
4.48 
1.64 
3.41 
3.91 

1.26 
5.73 
6.16 
7.42 
6.06 
11.45 

.00 
3.02 

.40 

.85 
1.65 

.36 

1.13 

250-499 

6.60 

500-749 

12.74 

750-999 

6.03 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

3.18 
14.65 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— CoTitinwed 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife, 

both  native-born] 

.2 

a 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for- 

Average ^  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

es 
1 

1 

p 
< 

(3) 

a 
(4) 

M 

a 
© 

0 

(5) 

3 
-a 

a 
''3 

(6) 

<0 

B 

0 
£ 

2 

t 
W 

(7) 

c 

.'2 

'^  i 

1 

W 

(8) 

2 
% 

a 
< 

(9) 

.1 

•i 

X! 

(10) 

c 
Q 
(11) 

1 

a 

a 
3 

1 

(12) 

1 
0 

1 

ft 
§ 

W 

(13) 

1 

li 

S3 

-3 
W 
(14) 

VILLAGES— continued 

Southeast — Negro 
families— Continued 

Family-type  groups: 
Type  1 

No. 
332 

No. 
312 

No. 
219 

No. 
57 

No. 
268 

No. 
5 

No. 
136 

Dol. 
-23.  03 

Dol. 
5.76 

Dol. 
1.38 

Dol. 
4.98 

Dol. 
0.52 

Dol. 
8.66 

0-249 

62 
123 
98 
29 
14 
6 

257 

56 
115 
92 
29 
14 
6 

246 

33 
81 
68 
23 
9 
5 

176 

9 
15 
23 
6 
3 
1 

41 

45 
98 
81 
25 
14 
5 

0 
3 

1 
0 
0 

1 

4 

26 
47 
43 
11 
5 
4 

11.03 
20.35 
27.46 
31.03 
43.78 
42.33 

23.29 

3.35 
4.64 
7.70 
7.65 
7.36 
8.67 

6.63 

3.18 
5.17 
7.60 
14.68 
14.28 
s  18.  00 

.42 
.26 
2.30 
2.69 
5.86 
2.83 

1.94 
5.18 
5.32 
6.14 
10.93 
7.00 

.00 
1.20 
.20 
.00 
.00 
.67 

4.62 

250-499 

7.07 

500-749 

9.90 

750-999 

12.55 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

18.28 
21.16 

Types  2  and  3 

213 

98 

L13 

4.41 

.60 

8.48 

0-249 

45 

109 

73 

22 

7 
1 

40 
104 
72 

22 

1 

27 
68 
56 
17 

7 
1 

4 

15 
15 
4 
3 
0 

34 
92 
62 
19 
5 
1 

0 
2 
1 
1 
0 
0 

14 
35 
39 

7 
3 
0 

10.62 
18.66 
34.11 
32.45 
35.14 
5  23.  00 

.42 
.82 
1.84 
1.82 
1.14 

8.00 

2.24 
4.14 
5.56 
6.32 
4.57 
85.00 

.00 
.88 
.70 
.36 
.00 

8.00 

3.96 

250-499 

6.43 

500-749             -  - 

14.15 

750-999 

8.41 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

11.86 

8.00 

Types  4  and  5 

268 

257 

20 
108 
69 
35 
21 
4 

173 

12 
75 
42 
25 
15 
4 

48 

0 
20 
13 
11 
2 
2 

224 

17 
90 
60 
33 
20 
4 

9 

1 
2 
1 
2 
3 
0 

88 

24.18 

7.30 

1.19 

5.24 

.91 

7.55 

0-249 

24 
115 
69 
35 
21 
4 

6- 
33 
23 
15 
10 

1 

10.87 
18.49 
27.46 
29.31 
47.05 
46.00 

3.25 
6.03 

10.29 
6.77 
9.28 

11.00 

.00 
.53 
1.23 
3.20 
1.71 
6.50 

2.04 
3.70 
6.84 
6.63 
6.90 
19.75 

.71 
.52 
.23 
1.08 
5.38 
.00 

3  37 

250-499 

5.83 

500-749 

7.48 

750-999 

9  88 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

17.90 
8.50 

Types  6  and  7 

115 

114 

82 

15 

102 

7 

44 

26.98 

8.96 

.61 

4.50 

3.77 

7.42 

0-249 

15 
56 
28 
14 
2 
0 

15 
55 
28 
14 
2 
0 

9 

37 

22 

12 

2 

0 

0 
6 
5 
4 
0 
0 

13 
49 
26 
13 

1 
0 

0 
4 
1 
1 
1 
0 

6 

22 
11 

4 
1 
0 

10.87 
21.41 
34.36 
49.93 
8  40.  00 

3.53 

5.23 

10.11 

26.78 

s  13.  00 

.00 
.46 

.68 
1.78 

8.00 

1.93 
3.34 
6.54 
7.36 
8  7.50 

.00 

4.70 

5.00 

1.43 

8  5.50 

4.80 

250^99 

6.70 

500-749 

10.14 

750-999 

6.71 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

8  14.00 

FARMS 

Vermont 
Type  1 

171 

162 

103 

49 

130 

13 

21 

34.26 

n.33 

3.02 

5.62 

7.15 

.44 

0-249 

7 

16 
28 
46 
24 
21 

8 
10 

9 

2 

5 

16 
25 
45 
23 
20 
8 
9 
9 
2 

2 
8 
9 
33 
15 
13 
8 
7 
6 
2 

0 
4 
6 
13 
9 
7 
3 
4 
3 
0 

4 
10 
22 
37 
16 
15 
8 
8 
8 
2 

1 
3 
1 
1 
2 
1 
0 
3 
1 
0 

0 
2 
4 
5 
3 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 

32.86 
33.75 
22.04 
25.46 
27.00 
36.48 
51.12 

108.  90 
40.11 

^  13.  50 

6.57 

8.94 

6.28 

12.43 

5.79 

16.10 

17.50 

13.  70 

26.11 

8  6.00 

.00 
.88 
1.25 
4.04 
2.87 
3.05 
6.62 
7.30 
2.56 

8.00 



1.28 
7.69 
4.72 
5.92 
4.13 
5.52 

11.63 
4.90 
6.10 

8  6.00 

25.01 

13.74 

1.07 

.35 

4.47 

4.76 

.00 

54.80 

3.00 

8.00 

.00 

250-499 

.12 

500-749 

L25 

750-999 

.20 

1,000-1,249 

.12 

1,250-1,499        -       -  _ 

.19 

1,500-1,749 

.25 

1,750-1,999 

L70 

2,000-2,499 

.11 

2,500-2,999 

8  1.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit,  occupa- 
tional group,  fanaily 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 


(1) 


FABMS— continued 
Fermon<— Continued 
Types  2  and  3 


0-249  - 
250-499. 
500-749. 
750-999. 
1,000-1, 
1,250-1, 
1,500-1, 
1,750-1, 
2,000-2, 
2,500-2, 


Types  4  and  5_ 


0-249 

250-499--.- 
500-749.-..- 
750-999-.-- 
1,000-1,249- 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999- 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2,999- 


Michigan-  Wisconsin 


Type  1- 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249- 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999- 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3,999- 

Types  2  and  3- 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749---- 
750-999.--- 
1,000-1,249- 
1,250-1,499- 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999- 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3.999- 


Families  having  expenditures 
for— 


No 
134 


No. 
132 


228 


No. 
108 


176 


262 


190 


No. 


106 


No 
111 


20 


150      14 


206 


No. 
14 


Average  ^  expenditures  for- 


Dol 

44.45 


45.00 
37.50 
39.50 
28.87 
34.54 
44.00 
74.40 
64.69 
63.50 
24.00 


52.45 


66.00 
34.12 
28.00 
54.22 
48.88 
41.82 
58.15 
92.57 
64.10 
64.86 


34      44. 5 


(10) 


Del 
16.52 


5  39.  00 
16.75 
14.92 
11.33 
13.77 
17. 

19.33 
28.69 
18.17 
8  6.00 


20.37 


8  25.  00 
22.25 
10.43 
19.80 
19. 

14.73 
24.77 
40.52 
16.68 
27. 


16.25 


187.  60 
20.48 
33.28 
40.77 
47.22 
39.09 
81.95 
33.00 
36.57 
39.17 
36.33 


60.01 


8  21.  00 
36.50 
35.97 
35.98 
58.86 
64.10 
63.71 

114.13 
57. 19 

174.  57 


(11) 


Dol 
4.44 


8  6.00 

.50 

.75 

3.00 

3.00 

4.47 

5.20 

9.00 

20.67 

8  7.50 


5.47 


8.00 

1.12 
4.47 
3.66 
5.00 
6. 
4. 
7. 
10.  41 


6.17 


40, 

9.65 
14.14 
15.14 
25.31 

8.22 
27.85 
13.40 

8.86 
13.17 

5.66 


(12) 


Dol 

6.20 


8.00 
6.00 
4.58 
4.21 
6.58 
5.84 
7.73 
8.01 
14.67 
8  2.50 


6.78 


8  1.00 

1. 

6.13 
5.29 
6.32 
9.21 
5.62 
10.95 
7.53 
6.28 


5.31 


21.12 


15.00 
21.50 
17.57 
15.84 
20.23 
22.  80 
22.83 
41.20 
16.76 
21.14 
27.75 


8.00 
1.48 
4.40 
5.54 
5.65 

14.04 
9.35 
1.20 
6.29 
6.50 

10.00 


11.16 


8.00 

4.40 
4.13 

6.48 
12.23 
12.69 
13.81 
8.07 
7.62 


15.20 
5.09 
5. 
4. 

3.50 
5.52 
8.20 
2. 

6.22 

.33 

2.00 


5.08 


6.00 
7.90 
4.63 
3.57 
7.37 
5.56 
3.48 
3.67 
3.81 
3.14 
7 


M 
(13) 


Dol. 

6.65 


8.00 

13.00 
7.55 
6.41 
6.19 
5.21 
9.33 
7.92 
.00 

8.00 


5.63 


8  40.00 
4.99 
.47 
8.67 
2.16 
4.18 
4. 

18.28 

.00 

10.44 


3.97 


24.80 

2.00 

.88 

8.40 

3.59 

.00 

3.30 

8.40 

.00 

.00 

.00 


7.66 


8.00 

.00 

3.17 

2.16 

6.05 

9.50 

2.14 

21.39 

2.43 

71.15 

24.12 


CO 

m 

(14) 


Dol. 
3.07 


8.00 

.00 
2.54 
.25 
.15 
1.74 
20.34 
.15 
.00 

8.00 


2.78 


8.00 

.00 
3.20 

.49 
2.04 
2.91 
2.35 
3.86 
9.63 
2.00 


3.25 


5.60 
.00 
2.26 
1.21 
3.88 
2.83 
12.00 
1.30 
5.71 
.17 
8.00 


3.41 


8.00 
.50 
1.00 
2.30 
3.86 
2.39 
5.91 
6.93 
6.67 
1.71 
.00 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


204       MISC.    PUBLICATION    4  02^   U.    S.    DEPT.    OF   AGRICULTURE 


Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Nuviber  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  hy 
occupation  and  mcotne  and  hy  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  m  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 

1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average 

6  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,    family 
tvpe,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

o 

g 
1 

>=. 

a 
< 

(3) 

a 
'3 

(4) 

(5) 

C 
ca 

1 

1 

(6) 

1 
o 

s 

i 

1 

o 

K 

(7) 

o 

o 

3! 

(8) 

2 

B 

v., 
g 

(9) 

a 
'_S 
>> 

Xi 

(10) 

a 
Q 
(11) 

a 
a 

§ 
a 
"o 

'i 

(12) 

5 

S 

a 
§ 

a 
o 

(13) 

a 

o 

1 

m 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

Michigan-  Wisconsin— 
Continued 

No. 
377 

No. 
347 

No. 
239 

No. 
202 

No. 
267 

No. 
37 

No. 
55 

Dol. 
55.82 

Dol. 
16.69 

Dol. 
11.65 

Dol. 
5.14 

Dol. 
7.38 

Dol. 
2.61 

0-249        

5 

17 
33 
52 
65 
65 
38 
40 
41 
10 
11 

5 

13 
29 
49 

58 
58 
36 
40 
39 
10 
10 

3 

10 
22 
27 
39 
41 
26 
31 
26 
5 
9 

5 
6 
11 
25 
27 
36 
23 
29 
27 
6 
7 

5 
9 
23 
31 
43 
47 
30 
29 
33 
7 
10 

1 
2 

1 
3 
4 
9 
6 
7 
2 
1 
1 

0 
2 
3 
6 
10 
11 
6 
7 

2 
1 

92.00 
51.  23 
38.52 
47.44 
32.91 
50.64 
81.55 
77.30 
68.76 
39.20 
103.  73 

61.00 
20.65 
17.88 
11.55 
13.35 
11.69 
29.23 
18.32 
15.08 
14.70 
18.91 

15.  20 
3.24 
5.65 
7.04 
7.18 
8.90 
13.24 
21.94 
24.47 
12.70 
13.45 

4.60 
3.12 
5.31 
5.25 
3.22 
4.86 
9.71 
4.58 
5.29 
3.70 
7.73 

2.40 
7.82 
2.58 

10.79 
4.07 
7.64 
9.95 

13.29 
1.46 
2.50 

21.37 

.00 

250-499                   

3.00 

500-749 

45 

750-999        

1,000-1,249 

1.80 

1  250-1  499 

1  89 

1,500-1.749             

2.58 

1,750-1,999 

2.68 

2,000-2,499 

10.08 

2,500-2,999                 -  - 

1.40 

3  000-3,999 

.91 

Types  6  and  7 

202 

199 

164 

136 

163 

21 

26 

75.76 

25.00 

13.70 

6.48 

10.71 

2.98 

0-249                  

2 
3 

17 
32 

42 
40 
22 
15 
19 
2 
8 

2 
3 

16 
31 
42 
40 
21 
15 
19 
2 
8 

2 
3 

10 
24 
34 
31 
20 
14 
17 
2 
7 

1 
2 

23 

28 
17 
12 
15 
1 
6 

2 
1 

10 
26 
33 
31 
20 
13 
17 
2 

8 

0 
0 
1 
4 
2 
4 
4 
2 
3 
0 
1 

1 
0 
1 
2 

4 
3 

1 

1 
1 
5 

5  31.  50 
79.67 
42.12 
62.00 
57.97 
64.00 
87.  64 
81.  40 
164.  26 
5  57.  00 
115.  50 

5  14.  50 
56.67 
18.88 
23.  66 
23.90 
20.97 
26.32 
31.73 
28.53 

•:  15.  00 
37.88 

^3.00 
3.00 
8.54 
9.53 
10.60 
11.10 
20.10 
11.53 
29.05 
^5.00 
27.24 

^7.50 
2.67 
2.41 
5.81 
5.69 
4.92 
10.95 
10.33 
7.10 
5  3.  50 
10.50 

s.OO 

.00 

.88 

6.31 

3.07 

18.28 

16.33 

17.60 

21.21 

100 

7.50 

^  1.50 

250-499 

00 

500-749 

.47 

750-999                   

.22 

1,000-1,249 

7.98 

1,250-1,499         .     

.98 

1,500-1,749 

4.32 

1,750-1.999 

.87 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2.999 

.21 
'  23.  50 

3,000-3,999 

6.25 

Illinois-Iowa 
Type  1 

421 

385 

250 

173 

312 

34 

34 

45.55 

16.26 

5.49 

4.48 

7.74 

L28 

0-249     

9 

34 

73 

90 

60 

48 

31 

27 

22 

6 

12 

5 

4 

9 
30 
66 
79 
54 
45 
29 
25 
22 

6 
12 

5 

3 

4 

17 

48 

48 

33 

30 

22 

16 

16 

3 

7 

3 

3 

5 

8 

28 

37 

24 

20 

18 

11 

9 

3 

5 

3 

2 

6 
22 
50 
62 

47 

40 

23 

21 

20 

5 

9 

4 

3 

0 
3 
6 
9 
3 
4 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
0 
0 

0 
1 
3 
7 
4 
6 
4 
4 
3 
0 
0 
1 
1 

12.33 
31.18 
36.37 
34.56 
41.35 
51.71 
44.55 
49.89 
112.  86 
153.  50 
69.75 
35.20 
33.00 

4.89 
12.76 
17.03 
11.76 
17.12 
18.52 
15.81 
13.33 
23.  81 
42.33 
32.08 
22.60 

5.75 

2.78 
1.09 
3.62 
6.43 
6.35 
4.60 

11.58 
6.45 
6.41 
4.50 
2.33 
5.40 

12.50 

3.77 
2.47 
4.33 
3.50 
4.65 
4.46 
7.26 
5.89 
6.14 
4.67 
5.75 
2.40 
4.00 

.00 

4.20 

3.23 

5.83 

2.93 

5.17 

2.64 

13.53 

44.82 

49.00 

16.68 

.00 

.00 

.00 

250-499 

500-7^9 

.15 
32 

750-999        

1.57 

1,000-1.249 

1.55 

1,250-1,499 

3.54 

1,500-1,749^  ^        

1.13 

1,750-1,999 

.74 

2.000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3.999 

4,000-4,999 

.95 
.00 
.00 
1.00 

5,000-9,999         

6.50 

Types  2  and  3 

384 

376 

289 

208 

299 

45 

30 

59.67 

24.46 

8.12 

5.61 

9.75 

1.74 

0-249               

K 

25 
47 
67 
74 
51 
36 
25 
27 

5 
24 
45 
65 
72 
51 
36 
25 
26 

3 

17 
33 
44 
58 
39 
28 
19 
1     23 

3 
8 

26 
34 
42 
27 
21 
14 
15 

2 

16 
35 
50 
60 
40 
32 
23 
22 

1 
3 
5 
7 
8 
7 
1 
5 
3 

0 
0 
3 

7 
4 

3 
1 

71.80 
27.40 
41.21 
47.46 
69.50 
61.02 
48.11 
71.00 
72.89 

43.60 
15.16 
20. 19 
15.97 
33.54 
25.84 
21.97 
19.08 
16.96 

8.00 
1.64 
7.33 
5.78 
7.82 
7.31 
8.78 
9.76 
11.04 

1.60 
2.60 
5.34 
3.86 
6.12 
4.47 
5.80 
13.60 
5.33 

5.60 
3.04 
4.47 
5.49 
14.45 
10.97 
.56 
14.64 
28.75 

.00 

250^99 

.00 

500-749 

57 

750-999            .  .       - 

2.10 

1,000-1,249 

1.99 

1.250-1,499 

.53 

1,500-1,749  -     . 

4.97 

1,750-1,999 

1.88 

2,000-2,499 

.96 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  famihes  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  m  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit,  occupa- 
tional group,  family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 


(1) 


FARMS— continued 
Illinois-Iowa—  Con. 
Types  2  and  3— Con. 


2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3,999^ 
4,000-4,999- 
5,000-9,999. 

Types  4  and  6. 


0-249--. 
250-499. 
500-749 
750-999. 
1,000-1, 
1,250-1, 
1,500-1, 
1,750-1, 
2,000-2, 
2,500-2, 
3,000-3, 
4,000-4, 
5,000-9, 


Types  6  and  7. 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249- 
1, 250-1, 499_ 
1,500-1,749- 
1,750-1,999- 
2,000-2,499. 
2,500-2,999- 
3,000-3,999- 
4,000-4,999- 
5,000-9,999. 


North  Dakota-Kansas 
Typel 


Net: 

Net  incomes. 


0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249. 
1,250-1,499. 
1,500-1,749. 
1,750-1,999. 
2,000-2,499- 
2,500-2,999. 
3,000-3,999- 


(2) 


No. 
13 
9 

1 
4 


591 


Families  having  expenditures 
for- 


es) 


No. 


246 


236 


563 


212 


187 

1 
7 

19 
27 
31 
28 
23 
9 
21 


110 


No 


283 


17 

93      65 


No. 

11 

5 

1 

2 


476 


No. 
2 
2 
0 
1 


73 


c3  a 


No. 
1 
0 
0 
1 


46 


Average  ^  expenditures  for- 


Dol. 
102. 31 
104.  33 
8  32.00 
180.  25 


61.43 


18.00 
26.79 
20.05 
35.26 
74.77 
50.34 
69.94 
89.39 
87.16 
80.47 
74 
68.22 
128.  38 


60.75 

8408.  50 
48.77 
66.48 
48.49 
52.07 
35.78 
49.15 
53.42 
111.54 
76.60 
62.60 

8  68.  00 
87.00 


61.82 
43.13 


29.48 
29.63 
46.96 
40.97 
44.28 
57.27 
62.67 
68.88 
19.67 
152.  00 
47.25 


(10) 


Dol. 

43.92 

43.23 

'  15. 00 

68.50 


20.32 


9.80 
7.70 
8.73 
11.69 
30.27 
21.54 

21.  54 
32.48 
17.15 

22.  53 
23.19 
16.00 
61.  25 


24.29 

80.00 
14.54 
27.17 
20.81 
24.24 
17.80 
23.65 
18.00 
45.50 
13.40 
19.40 
i  18.  00 
44.50 


14.52 
10.56 


8.05 

6.24 

6.28 

8.37 

11.73 

20.27 

17.67 

37 

1.67 
45.00 
22.50 


(11) 


Dol 

26.08 

10.11 

12.00 

13.75 


8.62 


1. 

4.07 
3.43 
5.52 
12.07 
5.83 
7.46 
8.80 
9.88 
15.34 
13.26 
19.90 
18.76 


7.56 

37.50 
4.38 
8.48 
7.79 
3.33 
5.20 
8.12 
5.83 

16.75 
6.10 
6.90 

28.00 
7.25 


7.34 
4.93 


2.48 
5.78 
3.60 
4.17 
3.33 
14.64 
4.44 
7.50 
2.00 
8.33 
7.50 


(12) 


Dol. 

5.77 
10.44 
8  5.00 

6.25 


6.64 


5.40 
3.74 
4.58 
4.41 
7.28 
6.  .54 
9.87 
7.37 
5. 

8.80 
6.53 
4. 
18.50 


6.08 


8  1.00 

5.69 
6.61 
5.12 
4. 

6.54 
6 

5.92 
9.67 
5.30 
5.20 
8  2.00 
6.50 


9.45 
8.21 


6.56 
7.09 
4.06 
9.38 
5.38 

17.27 

26.12 

13 
1.67 
6.67 

11.25 


(13) 


Dol. 

14.44 

8.00 

20.00 


1.50 

2.91 

.27 

6.15 

7.97 

5.85 

5.78 

14.41 

28.09 

12.02 

5.12 

5, 

.00 


6.31 


8.00 

11.47 
11.01 
3.40 
9.06 
2.33 
3.38 
8.84 
5.12 
7.70 
12.00 
8  .00 
6.50 


7.41 
4.13 


.00 
2.35 
2.02 
4. 
7.78 

.00 
3.33 
8.50 

.00 
83.33 

.00 


W 
(14) 


Dol. 

3.54 

.00 

^00 

7.00 


2.70 


.00 

4.42 
.78 
1.22 
3.24 
2.21 
1.47 
3.98 
4.33 
1.76 
3.56 
1.33 
17.38 


3.24 


915.00 

.00 

5.17 

3.93 

.28 

.08 

1.96 

.00 

7.04 

13.30 

11.10 

8.00 

.00 


2.13 


2.48 
2.08 

3.52 
.76 

2.19 

5.71 
.00 
.00 

1.33 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  hy 
occupation  and  income  and  hy  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 
(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

a 
>> 

a 

< 

(3) 

a 
a 

1 
>> 

(4) 

1 
a 

P 

(5) 

c 
a 

:§ 

(6) 

73 

a 
1 

a 

W 
(7) 

Ji 

1 

w 

(8) 

1 

1 

< 

(9) 

i 

1 

Ph 

(10) 

a 

(11) 

3 

a 

1 
3 

(12) 

T3 

z 

O 

a 
§ 

1 

a 
(13) 

11 

td 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Dakota-Kansas — 
Continued 

Types  2  and  3 .  _  _ 

No. 
371 

No. 
360 

No. 
252 

23 
229 

No. 
191 

15 
176 

No. 
316 

No. 
62 

10 
52 

No. 
32 

Dol. 
63.90 

Dol. 
18.60 

23.30 
18.19 

Dol. 
6.31 

3.00 
6.60 

Dol. 

8.41 

Dol. 

9.38 

Dol. 

2.18 

Net  losses 

30 
341 

29 
331 

26 
290 

4 
28 

77.56 
62.70 

7.03 
8.53 

14.60 
8.92 

1.33 

Net  incomes.            

2.26 

0-249 

27 
66 
64 
67 
38 
31 
18 
10 
10 
4 
6 

26 
64 
61 
65 
37 
30 
18 
10 
10 
4 
6 

16 

47 

37 

47 

22 

22 

16 

6 

7 

4 

5 

13 

38 

23 

34 

18 

20 

14 

4 

3 

3 

6 

21 
54 
52 
60 
33 
26 
16 
8 
10 
4 
6 

7 
7 
7 
14 
5 
6 
0 
4 
0 
0 
2 

0 
3 

6 
6 
2 
7 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 

43.59 
42.66 
47.58 
75.07 
54.50 
70.42 
64.83 
123.  80 
81.50 
258.  00 
134.  83 

12.26 
16.48 
15.16 
19.85 
17.34 
15.52 
17.28 
15.20 
29.60 
91.00 
36.67 

3.67 
5.56 
5.86 
5.09 
4.26 
6.84 
14.94 
8.50 
14.30 
18.25 
20.67 

6.92 
5.18 
6.48 
9.61 
8.03 
6.13 
10.28 
30.40 
10.30 
39.25 
12.83 

11.00 

3.89 

4.80 

17.17 

6.53 

9.81 

.00 

24.50 

.00 

.00 

39.16 

.00 

250-499 

.45 

500-749 

2.34 

750-999 

1.63 

1,000-1,249    .. 

5.08 

1,250-1,499 

4.48 

1,500-1,749 

8.33 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

2,000-2,499 

.00 

2,500-2.999         _.       __ 

.00 

3,000-3,999 

.00 

Types  4  and  5 

481 

457 

286 

248 

402 

70 

35 

70.94 

16.92 

10.37 

10.65 

11.69 

1.76 

Net  losses 

45 
436 

39 
418 

25 
261 

28 
220 

34 
368 

4 
66 

1 
34 

52.91 
72.79 

12.11 
17.41 

11.84 
10.22 

9.49 
10.76 

6.29 
12.25 

.76 

Net  incomes 

1.86 

0-249 _. 

39 
53 
74 
75 
50 
47 
35 
21 
20 
16 
6 

38 
50 
69 
73 
47 
45 
33 
21 
20 
16 
6 

20 
31 
40 
41 
29 
29 
28 
15 
16 
10 
2 

50 

16 
27 
34 
37 
28 
23 
17 
16 
14 
7 
1 

36 
40 
66 
67 
37 
40 
29 
15 
17 
15 
6 

4 
7 

17 
11 
6 
8 
5 
3 
2 
2 
1 

2 
2 
4 
3 
9 
5 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 

63.36 
67.62 
84.25 
54.30 
61.66 
74.66 
73.34 
84.76 
87.90 
129.  25 
101.  83 

12.92 
19.13 
18.78 
11.68 
16.12 
14.02 
20.20 
34.19 
22.95 
18.94 
26.00 

18.85 
8.15 
8.46 
7.75 
11.14 
8.02 
8.08 
15.85 
15.55 
13.12 
1.67 

12.77 

6.53 
12.98 

8.51 
10.26 

9.77 
11.26 

9.24 
12.30 
20.81 
18.66 

6.13 
15.43 
23.36 
6.81 
8.56 
11.43 
6.94 
3.19 
14.50 
28.12 
4.67 

.20 

250-499 

.51 

500-749 

2.85 

750-999__. 

1.01 

1,000-1,249 

1.78 

1,250-1,499 

.68 

1,500-1,749  ._ 

3.11 

1,750-1,999 

2.38 

2,000-2,499 ._ 

1.90 

2,500-2,999 

4.44 

3,000-3,999 

16  67 

South  Dakota-Montana- 
Colorado 
Type  1  _       _  __. 

130 

111 

57 

89 

5 

15 

39.63 

11.45 

7.71 

7.73 

1.53 

3.21 

0-249 

10 

24 

28 

24 

14 

8 

5 

3 

6 

5 

3 

10 

18 

23 

19 

13 

7 

4 

3 

6 

5 

3 

3 
6 

10 
10 
8 
5 
1 
1 
2 
3 
1 

2 
11 
13 

8 
6 
5 
2 
1 
6 
2 
1 

9 
15 
17 
13 
12 
5 
4 
3 
6 
2 
3 

0 
0 

1 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
0 
3 
3 

1 
2 

1 
2 
2 
1 
0 

27.20 
20.46 
25.64 
35.37 
41.71 
70.50 
79.40 
60.67 
107.17 
36.80 
89.33 

11.60 
5.67 
4.96 
7.58 
9.57 
31.25 
60.00 
3.33 
16.67 
13.60 
18.00 

1.20 
6.87 
8.00 
5.87 
6.78 
8.62 
2.00 
6.33 
26.33 
17.80 
6.67 

10.10 
5.33 
8.14 
4.92 

11.78 
4.50 

14.20 
6.67 
9.17 
2.00 

24.33 

.00 
.00 
.32 

2.71 
.00 

9.38 
.00 
.00 

8.33 
.00 
.00 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

1.86 

750-999. 

3.79 

1,000-1,249 

.21 

1,250-1,499  _._     

13.88 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

.80 
42.67 

2,000-2,499 -. 

2.67 

2,500-2,999 

2.40 

3,000-3,999 

.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  2d  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 
(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  ^  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

2J 

1 

s 

!>. 

PI 
<l 

(3) 

1 

t 
Pi 
(4) 

1 

1 
(5) 

g 
a 

% 
(6) 

o 

a 

8 

"a 

W 
(7) 

a 

li 

1 

(8) 

1 

< 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

a 

o 
(12) 

o 

a 

o 
o 

1 

W 
(13) 

a 

S 

5-9 

1 

W 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

South  Dakota-Montana- 
Colorado— Coniume,^ 

Types  2  and  3 

No. 
137 

No. 
132 

No. 
78 

No. 

70 

No. 
107 

No. 
18 

No. 
19 

Dol. 

60.74 

Dol. 

17.87 

Dol. 

7.55 

Dol. 

7.15 

Dol. 
11.08 

Dol. 

4.14 

0-249                 _  - 

12 

16 

28 

29 

15 

16 

9 

3 

7 

2 

0 

12 

16 

26 

28 

14 

15 

9 

3 

7 

2 

0 

7 
7 

10 
2] 
12 
6 
5 
2 
6 
2 
0 

5 

8 

11 

15 

11 

7 

6 

0 

6 

1 

0 

11 

11 

21 

24 

11 

14 

7 

3 

4 

1 

0 

1 
3 
0 
6 
1 
4 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 

2 
1 
2 
6 

I 

2 
0 
0 

1 
0 

43.17 
54.75 
21.86 
81.89 
49.27 
77.94 
92.33 
37.33 
126.  71 
8  62.  50 

18.42 

7.00 

5.39 

27.79 

18.20 

18.06 

41.67 

25.67 

15.57 

8  17.  50 

10.58 
6.75 
4.25 
4.00 
7.13 
6.31 

15.78 
.00 

25.71 
817.50 

5.92 
4.38 
5.04 
8.34 
9.53 
9.81 
9.22 
5.33 
6.00 
8  7.50 

1.50 

11.69 

.00 

21.31 

4.00 

22.19 

5.56 

.00 

32.86 

8.00 

.50 

250-499 

2.25 

500-749 

750-999-            --     - 

.68 
3.59 

1,000-1,249 

2.53 

1,250-1,499 

10.81 

1,500-1,749.  ._ 

16.78 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

2,000-2,499 

.00 

2,500-2,999 

8  20.00 

3,000-3,999 

. 

Types  4  and  5_. 

180 

162 

87 

86 

132 

24 

23 

67.08 

14.47 

9.33 

9.74 

9.07 

5.86 

0-249__. 

9 
20 
19 
31 
27 
21 

9 

19 
13 

6 

6 

5 

18 
18 
27 
23 
19 

9 
18 
13 

6 

6 

2 

10 
11 
14 
6 
11 
5 
9 
11 
4 
4 

2 
12 
11 
11 
10 
11 
6 
9 
8 
3 
3 

5 
15 
13 
23 
16 
17 

8 
14 
12 

6 

3 

0 
2 
0 

5 
1 
4 
3 
6 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
3 
2 
3 
2 
4 
4 
1 
1 

42.00 
64.70 
57.47 
56.16 
33.63 
61.57 
98.44 
91.95 
103.  69 
171.33 
60.00 

9.22 
18.45 
19.37 

9.81 

9.67 
17.86 

5.89 
13.63 
16.92 
27.00 
25.00 

7.00 
7.80 
12.47 
4.35 
6.15 
8.05 
11.78 
14.47 
14.31 
13.33 
17.83 

4.56 
7.85 
13.53 
6.64 
4.56 
9.38 
8.11 
11.37 
16.38 
39.50 
5.67 

.00 
10.75 
.00 
9.68 
6.67 
7.67 
23.33 
8.16 
5.08 
52.50 
5.00 

.22 

250-499 

9.40 

500-749 

5.26 

750-999-     -  -       - 

4.19 

1,000-1,249 

2.67 

1,250-1,499 

2.95 

1,500-1,749 

12.44 

1,750-1,999 

5.05 

2,000-2,499 -_- 

20.77 

2,500-2,999      -- 

2.00 

3,000-3,999 

1.83 

Washington-Oregon 
Typel 

266 

227 

131 

101 

182 

24 

31 

47.81 

13.40 

6.09 

6.46 

5.81 

4.76 

0-249    - 

11 

24 

60 

33 

37 

20 

19 

15 

27 

9 

9 

2 

9 

14 

53 

29 

30 

19 

18 

12 

24 

8 

9 

2 

5 

7 

26 

15 

15 

14 

13 

7 

18 

5 

4 

2 

5 
3 

15 
14 
16 
11 
8 
7 
13 
4 
4 
1 

7 

9 

38 

25 

27 

13 

17 

9 

21 

7 

8 

1 

2 
0 
2 
4 
5 
3 
4 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 
4 
4 
6 
5 
3 
5 
2 
0 
0 

28.27 
10.42 
30.  33 
46.27 
48.40 
93.95 
99.26 
49.  60 
58.48 
80.11 
19.00 
8  19.  00 

8.09 
5.62 
7.95 
12.88 
11.76 
18.05 
33.42 
20.20 
18.22 
13.33 
7.44 
8  13.  00 

3.00 

.58 
3.30 
8.49 
9.93 
7.65 
6.84 
6.40 
7.86 
12.67 
2.11 

8  1.00 

7.82 
2.97 
5.39 
5.97 
8.30 
7.00 
9.47 
7.19 
5.22 
9.89 
7.01 
8  5.00 

8.45 

.00 

.95 

3.42 

6.03 

18.50 

22.58 

6.00 

5.22 

3.33 

.00 

8.00 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

.73 

750-999 

2.09 

1,000-1,249 

1.05 

1,250-1,499 

10.95 

1,500-1,749— 

12.79 

1,750-1,999 

5.67 

2,000-2,499 

11.97 

2,500-2,999 

27.22 

3,000-3,999 

00 

4,000-4,999 

8    00 

Types  2  and  3.- 

293 

275 

l88 

171 

240 

41 

38 

61.07 

22.54 

11.90 

7.59 

6.35 

3.60 

0-249 

6 
20 
37 
42 
38 
41 
38 
24 
22 
11 
11 

3 

4 

16 
33 
41 
37 
37 
36 
24 
22 
11 
11 

3 

4 

10 
19 
28 
27 
23 
24 
21 
15 
8 
7 
2 

4 

10 

14 

23 

23 

23 

26 

15 

13 

9 

9 

2 

3 

15 

31 

36 

34 

29 

30 

22 

19 

9 

9 

3 

0 
2 
3 
10 

1 
6 
5 
2 
7 
1 
2 
2 

0 
2 
4 
4 
3 
5 
6 
2 
6 
4 
2 
0 

20.50 
38.15 
38.86 
68.07 
39.95 
48.54 
58.50 
65.75 
141.  95 
91.82 
92.09 
85.33 

9.00 
13.05 
18.94 
37.40 
13.97 

8.63 
15.66 
28.67 
54.36 
19.09 
35.36 
17.66 

7.17 
3.00 
4.70 
5.28 
8.53 
16.11 
19.22 
15.63 
9.82 
31.83 
22.92 
26.33 

1.83 
6.30 
5.40 
9.70 
8.34 
4.49 
6.89 
6.83 
12.04 
12.00 
11.27 
11.00 

.00 
2.35 
5.30 
8.22 

.53 

5.85 

6.95 

1.50 

26.14 

.27 
10.54 
6.33 

00 

250-499 

2  80 

500-749 

38 

750-999 

62 

1,000-1,249-  - 

84 

1,250-1,499 

2  29 

1,500-1,749 

3  24 

1,750-1,999 

3  54 

2,000-2,499 

16  77 

2,500-2,999 

21.36 

1.91 

00 

3,000-3,999 -- 

4,000-4,999      - 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analyses  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average  «  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional   group,    family 
type  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

a 

a 

< 

(3) 

1 

>> 

Si 

(4) 

a 

p 

(5) 

2 

1 

1 

(6) 

o 

1 

S- 

% 
w 

(7) 

<o 

.'2 

!i 

y 

w 

(8) 

o 

a 
< 

(9) 

a 
S 

Oh 

(10) 

a 
Q 
(11) 

2 

.9 
(12) 

a 
§ 

1 

a 

w 

(13) 

W 
(14) 

FARMS— continued 

Washington-Oregon— 
Continued 

Types  4  and  5 

No. 
389 

No. 
359 

No. 
234 

No. 
230 

No. 
307 

No. 
40 

No. 
38 

Dol. 

70.48 

Dol. 

21.08 

Dol. 
12.92 

Dol. 

8.28 

Dol. 

11.68 

Dol. 
2  49 

0-249    

0 
19 
45 
42 
45 
52 
43 
33 
53 
22 
26 

9 

0 
16 
40 
39 
43 
48 
40 
27 
51 
20 
26 

9 

0 
6 
22 
23 
25 
35 
29 
20 
38 
12 
19 
5 

0 
4 
23 
25 
31 
34 
26 
19 
29 
18 
16 
5 

0 
13 
28 
33 
39 
41 
37 
22 
46 
19 
21 

8 

0 
1 
2 
2 
0 
3 

I 

2 
8 
1 

0 
0 
6 
3 
3 
5 
4 
4 
5 
4 
3 
1 

250-499 

18.05 
45.53 
43.62 
38.53 
55.86 
70.51 
90.48 
86.28 
88.23 
208.  73 
66.00 

4.63 
13.20 
16.52 
12.24 
16.36 
13.30 
31.82 
31.39 
22.09 
54.38 
26.44 

4.16 
11.84 

8.64 
11.54 
12.83 
11.89 
12.21 
14.39 
26.74 
19.73 

9.33 

5.63 
3.40 
5.93 
8.14 
9.76 
8.44 
6.67 
8.00 
16.09 
14.27 
11.67 

.47 
6.33 
7.98 
.00 
2.40 
11.49 
17.08 
10.32 
1.45 
81.35 
4.44 

.00 

500-749 - 

750-999     

2.36 
.10 

1,000-1,249 

1  02 

1,250-1,499 

1.00 

1,500-1,749      -. 

1.67 

1,750-1,999 

5  21 

2,000-2,499 - 

2.75 

2,500-2,999 

14  54 

3,000-3,999 

1  23 

4,000-4,999 

2.00 

California 
Type  1 

247 

234 

132 

119 

213 

11 

39 

67.19 

22.65 

12.85 

10.99 

3.72 

5  00 

0-249 

10 

21 
27 
27 
25 
32 
23 
18 
22 
17 
14 
4 
7 

10 
17 
22 
26 
24 
31 
23 
18 
22 
17 
13 
4 
7 

10 
12 
13 
13 
15 
14 
11 
12 
10 
8 
4 
3 

204 

5 
9 
8 
8 
12 
12 
18 
11 
10 
11 
9 
3 
3 

198 

9 
17 
20 
26 
18 
29 
20 
17 
19 
15 
12 
4 
7 

0 
3 
0 
0 
1 
3 
1 
0 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 

32 

2 
3 
3 
4 
3 
4 
3 
5 
5 
3 
3 
0 
1 

63 

37.50 
61.00 
39.30 
42.59 
37.44 
97.47 
88.48 
99.61 
54.36 
71.76 
107.  93 
125.  25 
59.86 

99.20 

19.30 

9.76 

21.22 

9.37 

14.96 

43.28 

40.65 

22.55 

15.73 

23.64 

22.36 

43.25 

5.14 

32.01 

7.60 

6.05 

4.33 

13.15 

7.52 

8.38 

24.62 

21.00 

6.64 

18.41 

20.28 

23.75 

37.15 

4.60 

8.00 

6.27 

8.15 

5.80 

18.16 

8.66 

23.39 

10.37 

10.47 

10.93 

39.00 

7.28 

.00 

21.43 

.00 

.00 

.28 

5.56 

2.17 

.00 

3.86 

.00 

10.71 

.00 

.00 

2.40 

250-499 

4  43 

500-749_.. 

4.44 

750-999        .       .. 

4.30 

1,000-1,249 

1  84 

1,250-1,499 - 

4.44 

1,500-1,749 

7  52 

1,750-1,999 

9.06 

2,000-2,499 

4.91 

2,500-2,999 

8  24 

3,000-3,999.: 

7.36 

4,000-4,999    .      - 

.00 

5,000-9,999 

1.00 

Types  2  and  3    - 

296 

291 

270 

22.16 

11.49 

7.08 

7.70 

0-249 

5 

13 
23 
29 
24 
27 
31 
29 
56 
29 
18 
8 
4 

4 
13 
23 
27 
24 
27 
31 
29 
56 
29 
17 
7 
4 

3 

8 

12 

16 

18 

17 

21 

24 

37 

23 

15 

6 

4 

1 

8 

12 

15 

18 

20 

19 

21 

35 

26 

13 

6 

4 

4 

12 
22 
23 
22 
24 
28 
28 
52 
28 
16 
7 
4 

0 
1 
3 
2 
3 
6 
2 
5 
0 
5 
3 
0 
2 

0 
0 
3 
3 
4 
5 
4 
12 
20 
5 
5 
2 
0 

33.20 
68.77 
80.43 
63.34 
88.21 
100.  52 
82.45 
127.  48 
89.66 
134.76 
137. 00 
162.  75 
209.  00 

15.40 
16.31 
21.91 
18.03 

38.58 
38.07 
24.58 
48.96 
28.36 
37.62 
44.39 
39.25 
57.75 

5.00 
13.46 

7.83 
18.39 
16.88 
22.45 
12.06 
18.80 
22.05 
32.72 
22.06 
103.  51 
76.75 

3.60 
11.85 

9.48 

5.96 
14.08 
10.33 
10.10 
13.59 
11.30 
16.55 
13.33 

9.62 
20.75 

.00 
15.38 
5.61 
2.72 
3.75 
11.33 
15.48 
7.34 
.00 
9.07 
15.89 
.00 
12.50 

00 

250-499 „ 

.00 

600-749 

3  74 

750-999 

3  59 

1,000-1,249 

5.67 

1,250-1,499 

3.74 

1,500-1,749 

4.03 

1,750-1,999 

13.29 

2,000-2,499 

15.98 

2,500-2.999 

4.76 

3,000-3,999___. 

16.28 

4,000-4,999 

2.00 

5,000-9,999 

00 

Types  4  and  5  .     .  _ 

345 

335 

207 

205 

302 

34 

55 

91.87 

25.83 

20.83 

11.03 

10.46 

5.52 

0-249 

5 
17 
24 
31 
22 
34 
37 

5 

17 
23 
29 
22 
33 
35 

3 
6 
12 
20 
17 
19 
24 

2 

8 
8 
15 
9 
22 
18 

4 

16 
21 
26 
22 

0 

1 
1 
6 
2 
2 
4 

1 

1 

1 

4 

I 

41.20 
49.94 
46.21 
69.52 
81.00 
65  64 

20.80 
13.29 
12.96 
16.16 
31.68 
18  .^2 

2.80 
18.35 

5.21 
13.32 

8.74 
16.79 
10.65 

13.60 
8.06 
5.92 
6.00 
7.68 
12.47 
11.35 

.00 
3.24 
2.62 
18.27 
6.45 
2.65 
8.03 

2.00 

250-499 

4.06 

500-749_ 

2.46 

750-999 

.58 

1,000-1,249  _..     _ 

4.27 

1,250-1,499 

4  15 

1,500-1,749 

70.08     24.24 

2.49 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 

1 

(2) 

Familias  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average 

8  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

PI 
(3) 

a 

1 

(4) 

1 
g 

(5) 

B 
'a 

a 

03 

i 

(6) 

a 
s 

'a 

W 
(7) 

q 

li 

1 

(8) 

1 

B 
< 

(0) 

t 
(10) 

(11) 

a 

o 
(12) 

a 

o 

2 

1 
a 

S 

(13) 

If 

1 
w 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

CaZi/or««a— Continued 

Types  4  and  5— Con. 
1,750-1,999 

No. 
29 
59 
33 
34 
12 
8 

No. 
27 
59 
32 
34 
12 
7 

No. 
14 
38 
22 
21 
6 
5 

No. 
19 

41 
23 

27 
8 
5 

No. 
23 
56 
28 
30 
10 
6 

No. 
1 
9 
3 
5 
0 
0 

No. 
7 
7 
9 
8 
2 
1 

Dol. 

109. 89 
112.10 
106.  88 
144.  58 
135.  58 
112.38 

Dol. 
40.52 

25.74 
24.03 
39.41 
36.00 
35.75 

Dol. 

12.62 
28.84 
29.10 
37.03 
41.66 
47.63 

Dol. 
6.10 

15.95 
9.15 
15.73 
17.92 
11.25 

Dol. 

17.13 

17.22 
8.09 

18.12 
.00 
.00 

Dol. 
9.21 

2,000-2,499 

2.52 

2,500-2,999 

16.12 

3,000-3,999 

9.50 

4,000-4,999 

10.42 

5,000-9,999           

3.12 

North  Carolina  self-suffic- 
ing   counties— white 
operators 

Type  1 

99 

84 

48 

20 

76 

1 

2 

20.87 

10.99 

1.43 

6.16 

.78 

.14 

0-249 

4 
25 
32 
13 
14 
7 
4 
0 

3 

23 
27 

9 
13 

2 
0 

2 
13 
15 

4 
8 
4 
2 
0 

1 
4 
7 
1 
3 
3 
1 
0 

1 
23 
23 
8 
12 
7 
2 
0 

0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 

7.50 
11.64 
15.  28 
30.31 
32.78 
49.57 
14.00 

6.25 
5.68 
6.47 
13.38 
25.86 
22.86 
4.50 

.25 
.40 
1.25 
.46 
.71 
8.14 
4.50 

1.00 
5.04 
3.74 

15.62 
4.29 

11.43 
4.00 

.00 
.00 
2.41 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

5C0-749               

.00 

750-999 

.77 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499-      

.00 

1,500-1,749 

1.00 

1,750-1,999 

Types  2  and  3 

142 

132 

73 

43 

121 

6 

4 

19.27 

6.53 

2.19 

5.37 

1.92 

.38 

0-249 

5 

23 
39 
30 
26 
13 
2 
4 

3 

18 
37 
29 
26 
13 
2 
4 

3 

12 
21 
14 
12 
8 
0 
3 

1 
3 
9 
9 
10 
6 
1 
4 

3 

18 
31 
26 
25 
12 
2 
4 

0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 

1 
1 

0 
1 

1 
0 

1 

0 
0 

1 

8.20 
9.00 
22.10 
12.57 
19.84 
22.15 
8  28.  50 
97.00 

6.20 
5.61 
5.72 
4.80 
7.46 
9.38 

8.00 

21.00 

.20 

.78 

.62 

2.03 

4.15 

4.69 

8  2.50 

8.25 

1.80 
1.96 
5.97 
5.07 
7.23 
4.46 
8  6.00 
16.25 

.00 
.00 

5.31 

.00 

.00 

.00 

8  20.  00 

6.25 

.00 

250-499  

.52 

500-749 

.18 

750-999 

.00 

1,000-1,249    

.88 

1,250-1,499 

.00 

1,500-1,749 

8.00 

1,750-1,999 

3.00 

Types  4  and  5 

244 

222 

125 

88 

204 

19 

4 

28.84 

7.75 

3.57 

8.10 

7.41 

.28 

■  :     0-249 

0 
24 
51 
74 
41 
24 
22 

8 

0 
17 
43 
67 
41 
24 
22 

8 

0 
9 

2'> 
34 
26 
15 
13 
6 

68 

0 
2 
15 
22 
17 
13 
13 
6 

25 

0 
16 
37 
64 
36 
22 
21 

8 

0 
2 
1 
8 
2 
3 
3 
0 

^9 

0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 

[TT       250-499  

18.33 
15.00 
24.96 
25.83 
59.00 
53.18 
42.38 

2.50 
3.74 
5.57 
6.78 
12.92 
25.00 
11.25 

1.04 
1.55 
1.39 
5.32 

4.87 
8.36 
18.26 

3.96 
5.18 
7.49 
7.93 
17.08 
10.19 
12.75 

10.83 
4.41 
7.88 
2.51 

20.43 

6.73 

.00 

.00 

500-749 

.00 

750-999 

.  14 

1,000-1,249 

1.29 

1,250-1,499 

.21 

1,500-1,749 

.00 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

Types  6  and  7 

122 

112 

105 

1 

27.74 

10.40 

2.35 

5.04 

4.68 

24 

0-249 

1 
6 
16 
39 
26 
19 
11 
4 

1 
3 
14 
36 
25 
18 
11 
4 

1 
1 
6 

26 
13 
9 
9 
3 

0 
0 

1 
6 

7 
2 
2 

1 
1 
14 
32 
25 
17 
11 
4 

0 
0 
0 
5 
2 
1 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 

8  43.  00 
5.33 
9.25 
32.95 
18.77 
18.79 
81.73 
33  25 

8  40.  00 
4.17 
5.13 
18.41 
5.73 
4.05 
10.91 
14.50 

8.00 

.00 

.62 

2.92 

.92 

2.32 

4.45 

11.25 

8  3.00 
.83 
3.31 
4.49 
5.04 
6.15 
9.09 
7.50 

8.00 

.00 
.00 
5.83 
5.96 
3.32 
11.36 
.00 

8    00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

00 

750-999 

00 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499 

00 

1,500-1,749 

2  73 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  hy 
occupation  and  income  and  hy  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit,  occupa- 
tional group,  family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 


(1) 


FARMS — continued 

North  Carolina-Soutk  Caro 
Una — uhite  optrators 

Type  1 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2.999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 ... 

5,000-9,999 

Types  2  and  3 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249..-.. 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 

Types  4  and  5 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999 


(2) 


No. 
250 


732 


Families  having  expenditures 
for— 


No. 
238 


723 


(4) 


(5) 


No. 


246 


(6) 


No. 
223 


(7) 


No. 


104 


No. 
18 


Average  '^  expenditures  for- 


Dol 
55.43 


33.50 
33.10 
31.64 
50.79 
62.62 
75.  00 
41.  14 
179.  86 
79.10 
59.  57 
31.00 
^  93.  00 
111.50 


62.51 


22.  00 
41.08 
40.  85 
55.25 
47.44 
67.02 
62.19 
66.87 
133. 10 
75.31 
139.90 
220.  25 
146.  6' 


62.75 


22.14 
48.  29 
33. 16 
43.54 
57.01 
53.41 
69.34 
76.52 
67.96 
85.23 
86.53 
113.  95 
154.  09 


(10) 


Dol. 

15.3: 


11 

19.57 
9.38 
19.66 
18.22 
14.12 
10.43 
52.86 
12.32 
28.00 
12.17 
14.00 
8.75 


20.45 


12.00 
17.  54 
15.  59 
21.88 
17.59 
20.15 
19.  45 
28.09 
30.05 
12.7 
33.30 
56.2 
18.6 


19.52 


10.71 

22.35 

12.03 

15.84 

17.60 

18.  .56 

22.  45 

23.52 

19.68 

17. 

30.56 

20.91 

41.91 


(11) 


Dol 

3.79 


.00 
2.0 
1.96 
1. 
4, 

1.92 
6, 

5.57 
7.26 
8.14 
4.17 

8.00 

25.75 


3.' 


.00 

1.89 

.97 

2.93 

3.60 

4.24 

3.31 

7.22 

3.76 

13.23 

17.00 

22.00 

5.00 


5.14 


.14 
.81 
2.68 
2.14 
4.14 
4.05 
5.00 
4.42 
7.24 
7.96 
7.28 

13.64 

27. 


(12) 


Dol 
11.97 


21.50 
7.56 
8.26 
11.05 
11.  89 
19.13 
14.13 
14.14 
14.95 
8.00 
9.67 
31.00 
9.75 


14. 


10.00 
13.29 
12.05 
11 
14.89 
12.50 
13.  65 
20.26 
32.71 
7.54 
24.  60 
27.00 
13.67 


13.82 


10.58 
11 
8.26 
12.42 
13.40 
15. 16 
16.91 
16.49 
14.14 
16.77 
14.19 
10.91 
14.27 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


.2 

1 

(2) 

Families 

tiaving  expenditures 
for— 

A.verage 

*>  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,    family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

i 

1 

a 
< 

(3) 

P-i 
(4) 

g 

Q 

(5) 

a 

a 

a 
•§ 

(6) 

o 

a 
s 

'S. 

w 

(7) 

li 

W 
(8) 

1 

1 

< 
(9) 

i 

(10) 

.2 

1 

Q 

(11) 

1 

Id 

s 

■s 

(12) 

a 

o 

2 
'3 

a 

o 

W 
(13) 

1^ 

g 

■o 

li 

■C3.9 

■K 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Carclina-South  Caro- 
lina—white operators— Con. 

Types  6  and  7    

No. 

589 

No. 
586 

No. 
486 

No. 
220 

No. 
572 

No. 
84 

No. 
37 

Del. 
63.51 

Dol. 
21.69 

Dol. 
5.11 

Dol. 
14.43 

Dol. 
12.85 

Dol. 
2.35 

0-249 

3 

27 
56 
84 
83 
70 
59 
43 
73 
33 
36 
14 

8 

3 

26 
56 
83 

11 

fz 

72 
33 
36 
14 
8 

3 

22 
43 
69 
68 
61 
52 
39 
60 
27 
24 
11 

7 

0 
4 
16 
21 
25 
35 
27 
23 
28 
12 
15 
8 
6 

3 

26 
54 
81 
82 
67 
56 
42 
70 
33 
36 
14 
8 

0 
0 
9 
9 

11 
9 
8 
8 

11 
7 
6 
2 
4 

0 
0 
4 
3 
4 
5 
4 
6 
2 
4 
4 
0 
1 

18.00 
25.78 
53.52 
47.79 
52.88 
66.14 
68.08 
71.56 
74.  89 
67.03 
92.05 
66.86 
200.  12 

12.00 
11.89 
14.73 
21.12 
24.25 
25.74 
25.10 
24.44 
19.92 
26.76 
17.25 
22.50 
24.88 

.00 

2.78 
1.36 
1.75 
3.07 
4.14 
7.12 
7.31 
7.55 
6.36 
9.61 
7.57 
27.62 

6.00 
10.49 
12.64 
11.07 
12.72 
14.88 
14.44 
18.75 
16.90 
15.03 
19.03 
12.44 
27.38 

.00 

.00 

18.86 

9.84 

7.41 

6.66 

8.66 

10.66 

21.71 

8.06 

24.00 

13.72 

91.12 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

1.71 

750-999          

.84 

1,000-1,249 

.84 

1,250-1,499 

2.06 

1,500-1,749 

3.41 

1,750-1,999      -     -  . 

4.88 

2,000-2,499 

.40 

2,500-2,999 

3.64 

3,000-3,999  

9.53 

4,000-4,999 

.00 

5,000-9,999 

12.50 

Georgia-Mississippi — 
white  operators 

Type  1                -  - 

262 

250 

149 

77 

232 

12 

12 

51.78 

12.21 

4.27 

9.26 

10.54 

1.07 

0-249 

4 

56 

75 

43 

20 

14 

13 

3 

5 

5 

12 
4 
4 
4 

4 

50 

73 

42 

20 

14 

12 

3 

4 

5 

11 

4 

4 

4 

1 

30 

44 

26 

12 

9 

6 

2 

1 

3 

6 

3 

2 

4 

0 
8 

22 
17 
8 
6 
3 
2 
1 
4 
2 
1 
2 
1 

3 

45 

65 

42 

19 

14 

12 

3 

3 

5 

10 
3 
4 
4 

0 
0 
2 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
3 
1 
1 
0 

0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
0 
0 

5.50 

15.91 

34.74 

28.  95 

62.15 

42.78 

19.08 

37.67 

367.  00 

56.80 

264.  42 

113.  25 

159.  50 

54.50 

1.25 

9.74 
13.75 
13.60 

9.50 
13.50 

4.62 
10.00 

7.20 
16.20 
22.92 
11.75 
10.75 
20.75 

.00 
.89 
4.64 
3.74 
4.85 
8.37 
2.23 

16.67 
2.40 

18.20 
3.25 
3.75 

15.00 

12.50 

4.00 

4.59 

7.87 

6.77 

13.55 

7.29 

5.  15 

11.00 

22.00 

7.60 

25.83 

16.25 

56.25 

12.50 

.00 

.00 

2.13 

.70 

12.90 

.71 

.00 

.00 

200.  00 

.00 

91.66 

13.  50 

37.  50 

.00 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749             

.12 

750-999 

.84 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499 

2.57 

1,500-1,749 

4.00 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

2,000-2,499 

.00 

2,500-2,999 

.00 

3,000-3,999 

8.50 

4,000-4,999 

11.25 

5,000-9,999 

.00 

10,000-19,999 

.00 

Types  2  and  3 

304 

300 

230 

105 

290 

19 

9 

41.39 

15.12 

4.61 

8.40 

3.34 

.74 

0-249 

3 

48 

81 

59 

26 

26 

13 

8 

9 

10 

5 

6 

5 

5 

3 

48 
79 
59 
26 
26 
12 
8 
9 
10 
4 
6 
5 
5 

3 
33 
61 
46 
21 
17 
8 
6 
9 

10 
4 
4 
3 
5 

0 
9 
23 
23 
6 
9 
5 
5 
5 
7 
4 
3 
2 
4 

3 

47 
77 
58 
22 
26 
12 
8 
9 
9 
3 
6 
5 
5 

0 
0 

0 
5 
1 
4 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
1 

0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
1 
1 

30.67 

14.96 

20.57 

34.46 

31.15 

65.54 

37.23 

59.00 

94.00 

87.10 

57.  60 

113.33 

215.  80 

167.  80 

12.33 
8.73 
11.17 
13.78 
16.50 
17.  50 
13.62 
32.25 
23.89 
26.20 
18.20 
12.83 
47.00 
44.20 

.00 

1.25 

2.30 

4.29 

4.12 

3.77 

2.77 

8.25 

6.78 

16.60 

21.60 

9.33 

13.00 

28.00 

18.34 

4.55 

5.91 

8.12 

4.77 

13.50 

13.61 

7.00 

13.22 

15.00 

10.00 

17.83 

20.20 

18.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

3.14 

1.15 

8.58 

.00 

.00 

9.78 

2.70 

.00 

35.00 

46.80 

3.60 

.00 

250-499- 

.00 

500-749 

.37 

750-999 

.00 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499 

1.23 

1,500-1,749 

3.62 

1,750-1,999 

.00 

2,000-2,499      

.00 

2,500-2,999 

7.50 

3,000-3,999 

3.00 

4,000-4,999 

.00 

5,000-9,999      - 

3.40 

10,000-19,999 

2.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife, 

both  native-born] 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average «  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

i 

s 
< 

(3) 

1 
.§ 
>> 
Oh 
(4) 

3 

a 
Q 
(5) 

a 
(6) 

o 
I 

a 
o 

W 

(7) 

a 

© 

l| 

(8) 

1 

s 

< 
(9) 

a 

.a 
(10) 

a 
(11) 

3 

■a 
a 

(33 

a 
"S 

''5 

(12) 

.a 

1 

a 
o 

a 

(13) 

ig 

li 

1 

m 

(14) 

FARMS — continued 

OeoTgia-Mississippi— 
white  operators— Con. 

Types  4  and  5 

No. 
527 

No. 
519 

No. 
369 

No. 
185 

No. 
483 

No. 
46 

No. 
20 

Dot. 
61.11 

Dot. 
17.26 

Dot. 

4.87 

Dol. 

9.24 

Dot. 
11.29 

Dol. 
1.16 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

1 
45 
99 
99 
71 
47 
26 
30 
24 
28 
19 
14 
19 

5 

164 

1 
45 
95 
97 
71 
46 
26 
30 
24 
28 
19 
13 
19 

5 

162 

0 
24 
66 
73 
50 
34 
19 
22 
18 
21 
13 
11 
14 

4 

125 

0 

9 

18 

40 

25 

11 

14 

15 

10 

13 

10 

9 

7 

4 

54 

1 
43 
85 
84 
68 
45 
25 
29 
23 
28 
17 
12 
18 

5 

0 
0 
3 
3 
9 
3 
2 
3 
1 
6 
6 
2 

7 
1 

10 

0 
0 
4 
3 
1 
0 
1 
1 
1 
2 
3 
0 
0 
4 

8  27.  00 
15.64 
26.69 
30.39 
42.21 
35.72 
49.19 
43.33 
51.29 
97.64 
370.  89 
164.  50 
224.  31 
198.  20 

33.29 

8.00 

8.15 
13.83 
15.18 
11.63 
12.51 
19.92 
11.93 
13.54 
13.  57 
103.  26 
23.50 
20.68 
36.20 

15.26 

8  .00 
1.53 
1.84 
2.00 
3.35 
1.76 
4.54 
8.23 
10.09 
10.96 
11.53 
21.28 
9.05 
38.60 

2.69 

8  1.00 

4.93 
4.77 
7.51 
8.76 
8.28 
10.62 
13.27 
11.76 
15.36 
12.37 
19.07 
19.10 
33.60 

8.00 

.00 

2.12 

1.50 

8.08 

-     3.15 

9.23 

2.30 

3.00 

19.07 

75.00 

27.15 

111.  75 

5.00 

8.00 

.00 
.  17 

750-999 

.93 

1,000-1,249 

.42 

1,250-1,499 

.00 

1,500-1,749 

.73 

1,750-1,999 

.33 

2,000-2.499 

3.12 

2,500-2,999 

3,000-3,999 

.43 
1.79 

4,000-4,999 

.00 

5,000-9.999      ---     --. 

.00 

10,000-19,999 

64.20 

Types  6  and  7 

152 

6 

5.99 

4.04 

.58 

0-249 

0 
19 
45 
39 
25 
15 
10 
4 
3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 

19 

45 

38 

24 

15 

10 

4 

3 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 
11 
37 
29 
19 
12 
9 
2 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
5 
9 
11 
10 
8 
4 
3 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
18 
41 
35 
24 
13 
10 
4 
3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
3 
1 
2 
0 
2 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
1 
0 
'    1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

250-499 

11.53 
22.96 
38.08 
30.16 
48.80 
37.60 
75.00 
96.00 
s  96.  00 
8  40.  50 

4.69 

17.49 

13.85 

15.12 

16.53 

21.10 

6.50 

32.34 

5  50.  00 

8  13.  00 

3.00 

.69 

3.18 

2.88 

2.53 

3.40 

13.25 

.33 

8  8.50 

8  7.00 

3.79 
3.58 
7.52 
5.08 
8.53 
7.90 
11.25 
7.00 
s  24.  00 
8  4.00 

.00 

.00 

7.03 

1.12 

15.68 

.00 

13.50 

18.00 

8  8.50 

8.00 

.00 

500-749 

.09 

750-999 - 

1,000-1,249    

.00 
.96 

1,250-1,499 

1.00 

1,500-1,749 

3.30 

1,750-1,999-      --     -  - 

.00 

2,000-2,499 

.00 

2,500-2,999 

8.00 

3,000-3,999    ..     -     ... 

810.00 

4,000-4,999    

5,000-9,999 

10,000-19,999 

North  Carolina-South 
Carotin  a— white 
sharecroppers 

Type  1 

96 

95 

75 

18 

90 

6 

6 

32.26 

15.35 

L84 

8.23 

1.72 

1.30 

0-249 

3 
14 
37 
26 
10 
2 
4 

3 

14 
37 
25 
10 
2 
4 

2 

11 
28 
21 
7 
2 
4 

0 
3 
6 

5 
3 

0 

1 

3 

13 
36 

24 
8 
2 
4 

0 
1 
3 
0 
1 
0 
1 

0 
0 
3 
3 
0 
0 
0 

10.00 
26.64 
27.16 
38.31 
38.90 
^*  12.  50 
69.75 

3.67 
16.28 
13.19 
18.08 
13.30 
8  8.00 
32.00 

.00 
1.50 

.70 

2.50 

2.50 

s.OO 

10.00 

5.33 

5.21 

7.27 

10.92 

9.80 

M.50 

10.00 

.00 
.86 

2.78 
.00 

1.50 

8.00 

8.75 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

1.54 

750-999      . 

2.62 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499 

8.00 

1,500-1,999 

.00 

Types  2  and  3 

192 

183 

159 

53 

172 

17 

8 

40.28 

19.05 

1.64 

9.76 

4.71 

.87 

0-249 

2 
31 
47 
50 
31 
22 

9 

2 
30 
46 
46 
30 
21 

8 

1 
26 
39 
43 
26 
18 

6 

0 
7 
13 
12 
11 
6 
4 

2 
29 
45 
41 
28 
21 

6 

0 
2 
5 
3 
2 
4 
1 

0 
0 
2 
1 
2 
3 
0 

8  8.00 
28.19 
34.00 
35.24 
37.10 
84.45 
52.78 

8L00 
17.94 
15.00 
17.38 
19.04 
37.81 
1L56 

8.00 

.94 

.76 

.66 

3.00 

3.23 

5.89 

8  7.00 
7.68 
9.58 
8.78 
8.87 

18.59 
5.22 

8.00 

.22 

5.08 

2.72 

1.71 

12.18 

22.22 

8.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

.60 

750-999 

.20 

1,000-1,249 

1.16 

1,250-1,499 

4.27 

1,500-1,999 

.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


FAMILY  EXPENDITUEElS  FOR  MEDIIOAL  CABE. 


213 


Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  oj  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  tHat  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average 

6  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

1 

>. 
<1 
(3) 

1 

Ph 
(4) 

® 
P 

(5) 

1 

1 
1 

.a 

(6) 

a 

o 

g 

'E. 

o 

w 

(7) 

1 

si 

m 

(8) 

1 

! 
< 

(9) 

.a 
(10) 

1 
(11) 

1 

(-1 

a 

(12) 

o 

a 

1 

w 

(13) 

§ 

W 
(14) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Carolina-South 
Carolina — white 
sharecroppers— Con. 

Types  4  and  5 

No. 
146 

2 
14 
30 
32 
27 
17 
24 

No. 
MI 

2 
14 
28 
31 
26 
16 
24 

No. 
107 

2 
12 
24 
21 
18 
12 
18 

159 

No. 
40 

No. 
135 

No. 
15 

No. 

7 

Dol. 
52.71 

Dol. 
21.23 

Dol. 

2.78 

Dol. 
13.26 

Dol. 

8.68 

Dol 
L06 

0-249 

0 
2 

11 
6 
5 
6 

10 

38 

12 
28 
31 
25 
16 
21 

186 

0 
1 
1 
5 
1 
3 
4 

23 

0 
0 
2 
3 

1 
1 
0 

s  18.  50 
34.78 
38.77 
75.53 
27.70 
75.18 
65.25 

8  10.  50 
14.43 
14.04 
27.97 
12.71 
36.65 
24.75 

22.23 

8.00 

.21 
2.90 

.94 
2.59 
6.06 
4.71 

8  7.50 
9.86 
11.74 
21.28 
7.23 
14.48 
12.83 

8.00 

7.14 

5.53 

16.06 

.81 

n.i8 

1L46 

8.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749 

1.03 

750-999    

1.94 

1,000-1,249 

1.48 

1,250-1,499 

1.29 

1,500-1,999 

.00 

Types  6  and  7 

196 

0 

25 
39 
41 
37 
28 
26 

77 

193 

0 
25 
37 
40 
37 
28 
26 

5 

54.74 

3.06 

11.29 

S.30 

.65 

0-249 

0 
19 
30 
32 
31 
25 
22 

49 

0 
3 

8 
8 
7 
5 

7 

13 

0 
23 
36 
39 
36 
27 
25 

0 

0 

4 
5 
7 
5 
2 

2 

0 
0 
1 
2 

1 
1 
0 

0 

250-499 

20.56 
42.08 
57.34 
68.35 
53.43 
84.54 

12.20 
17.49 
25.34 
23.16 
25.00 
29.81 

.60 
.51 
.80 
1.19 
3.93 
14.55 

7.56 
11.80 
11.22 
13.30 
10.11 
12.65 

5.75 

.00 
7.06 
11.41 
13.69 
4.32 
9.81 

.00 

500-749 

.10 

750-999 

L63 

1,000-1,249      . 

.76 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,999 

1.04 
.00 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
white  sharecroppers 

Type  1      .      - 

71 

66 

20.05 

10.98 

1.39 

.44 

.00 

0-249 

4 
41 
23 

9 

2 
37 
23 

9 

2 
25 
15 

7 

1 
7 
5 
0 

2 
34 
21 

9 

0 
1 

1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

35.75 
15.19 
24.78 
23.11 

20.75 
9.17 
11.30 
14.00 

4.50 
.95 

2.17 
.00 

10.50 
3.86 
8.17 
6.11 

.00 
.34 

.87 
.00 

.00 

250-499 

.00 

500-749-        

.00 

750-999 

.00 

Types  2  and  3 

171 

161 

121 

30 

147 

5 

4 

20.13 

9.44 

1.48 

4.55 

L75 

.24 

0-249 

8 
80 
67 
16 

8 
75 
62 
16 

6 

58 
46 
11 

1 
10 
12 

7 

6 
70 
56 
15 

0 
2 
2 

1 

0 

1 

2 
1 

11.88 
16.95 
17.64 
50.62 

9.62 
8.92 
9.75 
10.63 

.12 
1.21 

.60 
7.25 

.88 
3.92 
5.35 
6.12 

.00 

.56 

.82 

12.50 

.00 

250-499 

.12 

500-749 

.24 

750-999 

.94 

Types  4  and  5 

163 

2 
47 
78 
36 

158 

2 
44 
76 
36 

119 

2 
31 

57 
29 

26 

0 

7 
14 
5 

149 

1 

41 
72 
35 

3 

2 

17.80 

8.85 

1.13 

5.23 

L55 

.10 

0-249 

0 
0 
2 
I 

0 

1 
0 

1 

8  10.  50 
10.40 
18.51 
26.33 

8  10.  00 
6.16 
8.09 
13.94 

8.00 

.38 
1.83 
.67 

8.50 
3.28 
5.42 
7.63 

8.00 

.00 
1.95 
2.78 

8.00 

250-499 _ 

.26 

500-749- 

.00 

750-999 

.14 

Types  6  and  7 

70 

67 

53 

17 

59 

3 

0 

19.54 

10.76 

.83 

4.46 

.81 

00 

0-249  

2 
19 
33 

16 

2 
18 
33 
14 

2 
16 
25 
10 

0 
5 
8 
4 

2 
17 
26 
14 

0 
1 
0 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

8  7.50 
21.58 
15.27 
27.44 

3  6.50 
11.47 
10.15 
11.69 

8.00 

.79 
L06 
.50 

8  1.00 

4.32 
3.76 
6.51 

8.00 

.37 

.00 

3.12 

8    00 

250-499 

00 

500-749 

.00 

750-999 

00 

Seo  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

1 
1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average 

6  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

a 

< 

(3) 

a 

X! 

(4) 

(5) 

2 

1 
(6) 

o 
I 

1 

"a 

1 

(7) 

a 
(8) 

£ 

1 

-i 
a 

(9) 

1 

X5 
PL, 

(10) 

Q 
(11) 

C 

a 
(12) 

a 
w 

(13) 

1 

1 

w 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

North  Carolina-Sovth 
Carolina— Negro  operators 

TvDe  1 

No. 
49 

No. 
48 

No. 
29 

No. 
8 

No. 
43 

No. 

1 

No. 
11 

Dol. 
22.12 

Dol. 

8.72 

Dol. 
1.73 

Dol. 
6.53 

Dol. 
L37 

Dol. 
3.33 

0-249 

7 

13 
12 
10 
3 
2 
2 

7 

12 
12 
10 
3 
2 
2 


5 
5 
10 
4 
3 
1 
1 

42 

0 
3 
2 
1 

1 
1 
0 

13 

7 

10 
10 
9 
3 
2 
2 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5 

2 
5 
2 
1 
0 
0 
1 

9 

13.  14 
29.46 
21.92 
11.60 
39.33 
8  23.  00 
8  33.  GO 

23.47 

5.14 
6.62 
12.25 
5.20 
25.99 
8    4.00 
8 10.  00 

5.44 

.00 
5.08 
.83 
.20 
.67 
8  2.50 
8  00 

1.52 

5.57 
5.93 
6.34 
4.80 
12.00 
8  16.  50 
8  5.50 

6.23 

.00 
5.15 
.00 
.00 
.00 

8.00 
8.00 

2.43 

250-499 

5.92 

500-749 

2.33 

750-999 

.60 

1,000-1.249    

.00 

1  250-1  499 

8.00 

1,500-1,999    

8  17.50 

64 

63 

59 

5.25 

2.06 

0-249     

6 

25 
15 
5 
9 
2 
2 

6 

24 
15 
5 
9 
2 
2 

4 
15 
11 

I 

2 
2 

1 
3 
5 

I 

1 

1 

6 
22 
14 
4 
9 
2 
2 

0 
0 
1 
2 
1 
0 
1 

1 
7 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

12.67 
17.44 
20.07 
50.00 
32.44 
8  25.  00 
8  48.  50 

2.83 
5.92 
4.60 
1.20 
7.89 
8  3.50 
8  15.00 

.67 

L12 

.67 

.00 

2.44 

8  14.50 

8  2.00 

4.00 
5.92 
6.47 
6.20 
7.21 
8  5.50 
8  11.  50 

.00 
.00 

8.00 
35.00 

4.00 

8.00 

8  2.50 

5.17 

250-499            --.-.- 

3.00 

500-749 

.00 

750-999                ..     _ 

.00 

1  000-1  249 

2.89 

1,250-1,499 

8.00 

1  500-1  999 

8.00 

Types  4  and  5 

165 

160 

115 

34 

150 

8 

22 

30.83 

10.89 

2.02 

8.37 

2.04 

2.17 

0-249                  -  -  - 

4 
33 
49 
36 
26 
10 

7 

4 
33 
46 
36 
25 
9 
7 

2 
22 
31 
26 
21 
8 
5 

1 
6 
6 
7 
11 
1 
2 

4 
30 
44 
33 

25 
8 
6 

0 
1 
2 
3 

1 
0 

1 

0 
6 
5 
6 
3 
2 
0 

11.00 
16.70 
25.12 
39.14 
37.34 
47.70 
57.43 

3.25 
6.94 
9.15 
11.06 
13.50 
14.50 
30.28 

.25 
.24 
1.28 
3.25 
5.03 
1.00 
.43 

7.00 
5.13 
7.56 

11.38 
8.95 
6.70 

14.87 

.00 

.85 

2.28 

3.56 

2.42 

.00 

.71 

.00 

250-499 

2  36 

500-749            

1.96 

750-999 

3.03 

1,000-1,249        

1.77 

1,250-1,499 

2.90 

1,500-1,999    

.00 

Types  6  and  7- 

155 

151 

120 

31 

146 

3 

21 

27.92 

13.92 

.78 

8.34 

1.93 

2.08 

0-249 

11 
41 
32 
33 
16 
10 
12 

11 
40 
30 
32 
16 
10 
12 

7 
31 
22 
28 
14 

8 
10 

0 
9 
9 
8 
3 
1 
1 

10 
38 
30 
30 
16 
10 
12 

0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 

1 

2 
4 

5 
7 
2 
0 

1 

7.91 
16.56 
20.59 
39.79 
48.12 
41.70 
33.58 

3.73 
7.56 
8.15 
19.09 
29.25 
31.00 
11.50 

.00 
1.22 
.53 
1.12 
.31 
.70 
.42 

2.73 
5.61 
8.53 
9.86 
14.31 
9.50 
9.17 

.00 
.00 
.00 
4.54 
L88 
.00 
9.91 

1  18 

250-499 

1.56 

500-749 

750-999 

2.16 
4  00 

1,000-1,249 

.81 

1,250-1,499 

00 

1,500-1,999 

2.58 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  operators 

Tvpe  1 

117 

16 
49 
27 
18 
4 
3 

112 

62 

20 

108 

0 

24 

16.79 

5.75 

1.99 

6.25 

.00 

2  52 

0-249               -  . 

14 
46 
27 
18 
4 
3 

6 
23 
16 
12 
3 
2 

2 
6 
8 
2 
2 
0 

14 
43 
27 
17 
4 
3 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 

12 
9 

1 
0 
0 

9.81 
10.43 
23.59 
21.17 
49.00 
27.33 

2.50 
3.67 
7.82 
7.72 
17.75 
10.67 

2.31 

.49 

L74 

4.11 

12.75 

.00 

4.00 
3.78 
7.48 
8.78 
18.00 
16.66 

.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.88 

250-499 

2  43 

500-749     

5.63 

750-999 

.56 

1,000-1,249 

.00 

1,250-1,499 

.00 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table, 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36— Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Average 

6  expenditures  for — 

Analysis    unit,    occupa- 
tional    group,     family 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

1 

a 
< 

(3) 

i 

o 

1 

(4) 

1 
Q 
(5) 

1 

a 

'o 
(6) 

i 

O 

a 

o 

2 

1 
(7) 

.1 

W 
(8) 

< 
(9) 

a 

Ph 

(10) 

1 
(11) 

1 

1 

(12) 

T3 

1 

W 
(13) 

1=1 

li 

1 

w 

(14) 

FARMS— continued 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  operators— Con. 

Types  2  and  3 

No. 
124 

No. 
124 

No. 
73 

No. 
18 

No. 
118 

No. 
0 

No. 
30 

Del. 
15.64 

Dol. 

7.78 

Dol. 
0.37 

Dol.  . 
5.34 

Dol. 
0.00 

Dol. 
L95 

0-249 

11 
43 
31 
20 
15 
4 

11 
43 
31 
20 
15 
4 

4 
24 
12 
17 
13 

3 

138 

0 

5 
2 

3 

1 

39 

10 
40 
30 
19 
15 
4 

~T94 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

1 
13 
11 
1 
3 
1 

40 

8.27 
11.35 
13.00 
20.40 
30.20 
24.00 

3.45 
5.00 
4.35 
13.60 
17.13 
12.  00 

.00 
.40 
.29 
.10 
.87 
1.25 

3.28 
3.74 
5.65 
6.00 
9.53 
6.50 

.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

1.09 

250-499            

2.07 

500-749 

2.68 

750-999        -     

.05 

1,000-1,249 

2.67 

1,250-1,499       --       -  - 

4.25 

Types  4  and  5 _ 

207 

203 

20.54 

9.25 

1.59 

6.28 

.20 

2.43 

0-249 

4 
64 
63 
44 
24 

8 

4 
61 
63 
43 
24 

8 

1 
38 
43 
30 

21 
5 

1 
9 
10 
10 

8 
1 

4 

59 
61 
40 
23 

7 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
15 
12 

8 
4 
1 

6.25 
13.14 
20.71 
26.86 
29.79 
22.88 

.25 
5.39 
9.02 
11.75 
16.63 
10.62 

1.75 
.56 
1.84 
2.82 
1.79 
.50 

4.25 
3.97 
6.33 

7.84 
8.54 
9.76 

.00 
.66 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

250-499  

1.67 

500-749 

2.54 

750-999 

3.82 

1,000-1,249 

2.25 

1,250-1,499 

1.50 

Types  6  and  7 

63 

61 

37 

8 

53 

0 

17 

16.  98 

7.41 

.17 

4.63 

.00 

4.21 

0-249 

0 

22 

26 

9 

4 

2 

0 
21 
25 
9 
4 
2 

0 
14 
12 

7 
3 

1 

0 
1 
7 
0 
0 
0 

0 
19 
21 
8 
3 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
4 
8 
2 
2 
1 

250-499 

13.00 
14.27 
17.44 
48.75 
s  30.  50 

7.18 
6.54 
7.22 
16.00 
8  5.00 

.04 
.38 
.00 
.00 

8.00 

4.24 
3.39 
3.11 

15.75 
8  6.50 

.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

8.00 

1.09 

500-749 

3.19 

750-999        

5.78 

1,000-1,249 

17.00 

1,250-1,499 

8 19. 00 

North  Carolina-South 
Carolina — Negro  share- 
croppers 

Type  L.     .. 

66 

60 

46 

6 

54 

1 

4 

16.67 

7.51 

.39 

6.15 

.64 

.42 

0-249 

12 
25 
18 
9 
2 
0 

10 
22 
17 
9 
2 
0 

7 

16 
13 
8 
2 
0 

1 
1 
3 
1 
0 
0 

9 

22 

13 

9 

1 

0 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

1 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

9.08 
16.12 
13.61 
33.00 
8  23.  00 

2.33 
9.60 
6.28 
9.44 
8  15.  00 

.42 
.04 
.83 
.56 

8.00 

4.58 
5.76 
5.39 
11.  66 
8  2.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

4.67 

8.00 

42 

250-499 

.72 

500-749 

.28 

750-999 

.00 

1,000-1,249 

8.00 

1,250-1,499 

Types  2  and  3-    -..     

147 

142 

100 

23 

129 

6 

6 

16.23 

7.55 

.67 

3.47 

1.96 

.39 

0-249            .     _ 

9 
71 
45 
19 

2 
1 

9 

69 

45 

18 

1 

0 

7 
38 
37 
17 
1 
0 

163 

1 

10 
9 
3 
0 
0 

46 

9 

65 

38 

16 

1 

0 

0 
4 

1 
1 

0 
0 

9 

3 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 

20 

10.89 
13.  59 
19.09 
23.32 
8  10.  50 

8.00 

3.78 
4.58 
10.80 
13.16 

8  7.  50 

8.00 

.22 
.22 
1.13 
1.53 

8.00 
8.00 

2.89 
3.  25 
3.69 
4.32 
8  3.00 

8.00 

.00 
3.08 
1.11 
1.05 

8.00 
8.00 

1  78 

250-499 

38 

500-749 

.00 

750-999 

79 

1,000-1,249 

8  00 

1,250-1,499 

8.00 

Types  4  and  6 

218 

207 

190 

28.36 

13.27 

1.37 

6.68 

3.12 

1  47 

0-249 

10 
48 
73 
51 
31 
5 

10 
44 
68 
50 
30 
5 

6 
33 
56 
42 
22 

4 

2 

8 
16 
11 

8 

1 

10 
41 
62 
46 
26 
5 

0 
1 
4 
2 
2 
0 

3 
6 
4 
4 
2 
1 

10.90 
17.  17 
32.  27 
27.84 
43.81 
23.00 

3.50 
8.14 
15.79 
13.  98 
17.58 
11.20 

.40 
.31 
2.37 
.96 
1.68 
1.20 

4.30 
5.26 
6.96 
5.34 
10.85 
8.60 

.00 
1.75 
3.27 
4.90 
3.48 

.00 

2  70 

250-499 

1  00 

500-749 

1  14 

750-999 

72 

1,000-1.249-  .     . 

3  71 

1,250-1,499 

2  00 

— 

~  ■  —  --■■■' 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  46. — selected  items  of  medical  care:  Number  of  families  having 
expenditures  for  selected  items  of  medical  care,  and  average  amounts  spent,  by 
occupation  and  income  and  by  family  type  and  income,  25  analysis  units  in  20 
States,^  1935-36 — Continued 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife, 

both  native-born] 

1 

(2) 

Families  having  expenditures 
for— 

Averag€ 

«  expenditures  for— 

Analysis    unit,     occupa- 
tional    group,    famUy 
type,  and  income  class 
(dollars) 

(1) 

i 

1 

a 
(3) 

a 

1 

PL, 

(4) 

•1 
(5) 

s 

i 
(6) 

T3 

B 
I 

'5- 

W 
(7) 

ii 
1 

(8) 

i 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

g 
-a 

i 

.2 
(12) 

a 
1 

a 
B 
W 

(13) 

1 
1" 

(14) 

FARMS — continued 

No Tth  Carolin n- South 
Carolina — A^egro  share- 
croppers— Continued 

Types  6  and  7 _     __ 

No. 
209 

No. 
194 

No. 
154 

No. 
28 

No. 

184 

No. 
10 

No. 
17 

Dol. 

24.82 

10.47 

Dol. 
L69 

Dol. 
6.49 

Dol. 
3.03 

Dol. 
L24 

0-249 

11 
52 
72 
37 
21 
16 

9 
49 
67 
35 
19 
15 

7 
37 
52 
29 
17 
12 

0 
3 

12 
6 
4 
3 

9 
45 
66 
33 
18 
13 

2 
0 
2 
3 
3 
0 

0 
7 
5 
2 
3 
0 

21.82 
14.25 
24.57 
25.  32 
45.90 
33.  56 

7.00 
7.07 

13.60 
8.94 
8.76 

15.56 

.00 
.10 
L71 
.68 
5.67 
5.  12 

2.54 
4.32 
7.14 
7.14 

7.47 
10.38 

ILIO 
.00 
L24 
2.81 
15.04 
.00 

00 

250-499 

L60 

500-749 

.47 

750-999 

97 

1,000-1,249.  .-       .  - 

5.10 

1,250-1,499 

.00 

Georgia-Mississippi— 
Negro  sharecroppers 

Type  1 

123 

114 

64 

16 

97 

1 

18 

9.01 

3.78 

.34 

2.36 

.87 

1.10 

0-249 

250-499 

40 
70 
12 

1 

35 
66 
12 

1 

19 
38 
6 

1 

5 
9 
2 
0 

28 
58 
10 

1 

0 
0 

1 

0 

4 
13 
1 
0 

7.15 

6.94 

2L67 

s  76.  00 

3.60 
2.94 
7.25 

8  28.  00 

.20 
.43 
.33 
100 

L73 
1.82 
3.92 

s  48.  00 

.00 

.00 

8.76 

8.00 

.58 
1.53 

500-749 

.50 

750-999 

^00 

Types  2  and  3        .     .     _. 

185 

171 

99 

22 

151 

2 

22 

10.58 

4.07 

.31 

3.24 

.93 

L22 

0-249 

41 
99 
37 

8 

39 
91 
33 

8 

19 
51 
22 

7 

5 
12 
2 
3 

35 
79 
29 

8 

0 
2 
0 
0 

7 
9 
5 
1 

7.00 
8.69 
15.  59 
29.25 

3.29 
3.03 
6.49 
9.75 

.32 

.25 
.22 
1.38 

L98 
2.10 
5.18 
15.00 

.00 
1.74 
.00 
.00 

.83 

250-499 

.77 

500-749 

2.46 

750-999 

3.12 

Types  4  and  5 

220 

208 

133 

25 

185 

3 

31 

13.06 

5.48 

.24 

3.95 

.61 

1.59 

0-249 

27 
99 
67 
27 

27 
94 
60 

27 

11 
56 
41 
25 

0 
13 
9 
3 

27 
81 
55 
22 

0 
2 
1 
0 

2 
16 
11 

2 

12. 11 
11.37 
14.55 
16.48 

2.56 
5.02 
5.86 
9.15 

.00 
.28 
.24 
.33 

3.26 
3.02 
4.96 

5.48 

.00 

.87 
.72 
.00 

.26 

250-499 

500-749 

1.52 
2.54 

750-999  

.85 

Types  6  and  7 

96 

91 

57 

13 

82 

0 

24 

14.09 

6.18 

.79 

3.20 

.00 

3.30 

0-249 

250-499 

18 
39 
28 
11 

16 
37 
27 
11 

7 
24 
16 
10 

0 
4 
6 
3 

15 
33 
23 
11 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
10 
8 
4 

4.06 
n.33 
13.64 
41.45 

1.83 
6.08 
4.64 
17.54 

.00 
.20 
LOO 
3.64 

L23 
2.31 
4.22 
7.00 

.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.39 
2.49 

500-749 

750-999 

2.39 
13.27 

'-  See  table  35,  footnote  1.  See  table  43  for  simUar  data  for  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  small 
cities  and  villages  and  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farms.  New  Jersey  and  Oregon  part-time  farm  analysis  units 
are  omitted  because  of  the  small  number  of  case?. 

^  Includes  families  having  expenditures  for  items  of  medical  care  other  than  those  specified  in  columns 
3-8.     This  count  is  comparable  to  that  in  column  3  of  table  35. 

3  Expenditures  for  office  visits  and  home  calls. 

4  Since  a  few  families  were  able  to  report  only  the  total  expense  for  an  illness  involving  hospitalization, 
this  includes  some  expenditures  other  than  for  hospital  room  or  bed,  such  as  surgeons'  fees,  X-rays,  special 
examinations  or  medicines.     (See  table  35,  footnote  4.) 

-'  Includes  fees  for  membership  in  associations  providing  health  and  accident  insurance.  For  the  number 
of  families  that  received  medical  care  through  health  and  accident  insurance  coverage  see  table  35,  footnote  6. 

6  Averages  are  based  on  the  number  of  families  in  each  class  (column  2) ,  regar  dless  of  whether  they  had 
any  expenditures  for  medical  care. 

'"  Includes  expenditures  of  the  following  types  in  addition  to  those  in  columns  10-14:  For  oculists,  surgeons, 
and  other  special  practitioners,  clinic  visits,  private  nursing  service,  visiting  nurse,  examinations  and  tests, 
eyeglasses,  medical  appliances  and  supplies,  and  items  classed  as  "other." 

^  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Table   47. — age   of   husbands:  Median   age   of  husbands,   by  family  type,   30 
analysis  units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 

[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 


Analysis  unit 
(1) 


All 
types 


(2) 


Typel 
(3) 


Types 
2  and  3 

(4) 


Types 
4  and  5 

(5) 


Types 
6  and  7 

(6) 


SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast— white  families 

Southeast— Negro  families 

VILLAGES 

New  England 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central 

Plains  and  Mountain 

Pacific 

Southeast— white  families 

Southeast— Negro  families 

FARMS 

Vermont 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania-Ohio 

Michigan-Wisconsin 

Illinois-Iowa 

North  Dakota-Kansas 

South  Dakota-Montana- Colorado 

Washington-Oregon 

Oregon— part-time 

California .. 

North  Carolina  self-sufficing  counties— white  operators 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina— white  operators 

Georgia-Mississippi— white  operators 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina— white  sharecroppers. 

Georgia-Mississippi— white  sharecroppers 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina— Negro  operators 

Georgia-Mississippi— Negro  operators 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina— Negro  sharecroppers- 
Georgia-Mississippi — Negro  sharecroppers 


Years 
43 
41 
42 
41 
40 


Years 
48 
41 
43 
37 
42 


Years 
2  36 
35 
36 
35 
34 


35 

2  35 

36 


Years 
2  49 
49 
49 
50 
47 


49 
2  50 
50 
49 
50 
45 


53 

52 
2  52 
51 
52 
50 
53 
53 
48 
51 
56 
53 
54 
48 
53 
55 
56 
50 
48 


Years 

2  3f 


2  39 


43 

2  40 

42 


1  See  table  35,  footnote  1.    For  median  age  of  husbands  and  age  distribution  by  family  type  and  income, 
see  regional  volumes  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  1,  Family  Income. 

2  In  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  analysis  units,  median  age  of  husbands  in  the  uncombined 
types  was  as  follows: 


Family  type: 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


Middle 

North 

Atlantic 

Pennsyl- 

Central 

and  North 

vania- 

small 

Central 

Ohio 

cities 

villages 

farms 

36 

35 

40 

36 

35 

36 

52 

52 

65 

46 

47 

48 

36 

37 

36 

43 

43 

45 

81268°— 41- 


-15 
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Table  48. 


-SIZE    OP    FAMILY 

SO  ana 


Average  number  of  persons  ^  per  family,  by  income, 
units  in  23  States,^  1935-36 


[Nonrelief  families  that  include  a 

husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Family-income 
5      class  (dollars) 

North 
Central 
small 
cities 

Plains 
and 

Moun- 
tain 
small 
cities 

Pacif- 
ic 
small 
cities 

South- 
east 
small 
cities- 
white 
fami- 
lies 

South- 
east 
small 
cities- 
Negro 
fami- 
lies 

New 
Eng- 
land 
vil- 
lages 

Middle 
Atlan- 
tic and 
North 
Central 
vil- 
lages 

Plains 
and 

Moun- 
tain 
vil- 
lages 

Pa- 
cific 
vil- 
lages 

South- 
east 
vil- 
lages- 
white 
fami- 
lies 

South- 
east 
vil- 
lages- 
Negro 
fami- 
lies 

All  incomes 

3.45 

3.44 

3.26 

3.46 

3.28 

3.25 

3.56 

3.20 

3.23 

3.65 

3.44 

0-249        

3.34 
3.10 
3.37 
3.39 
3.36 
2.80 
3.20 
3.60 

3.18 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249— 
1,250-1,499... 
1,500-1,749.- 
1,750-1.999-- 
2,000-2,249--- 
2,250-2,499-- 
2,500-2,999--- 
3,000-3,999.- 
4,000-4,999... 
5,000-9,999— 
10  000-14,999 

2.81 
3.26 
3.38 
3.54 
3.53 
3.46 
3.57 
3.45 
3.31 
3.39 
3.52 
3.63 
3.63 

2.90 
3.09 
3.13 
3.29 
3.35 
3.39 
3.57 
3.57 
3.60 
3.66 
3.82 
3.79 

2.67 
3.05 
2.96 
3.16 
3.25 
3.23 
3.34 
3.26 
3.31 
3.36 
3.45 
3.66 
3.44 

3.42 
3.19 
3.50 
3.47 
3.39 
3.43 
3.59 
3.47 
3.58 
3.51 

1    3.59 

2.14 
2.84 
3.12 
3.26 
3.18 
3.05 
3.47 

}3.58 

3.55 
f3.21 

2.79 
3.17 

3.47 
3.68 
3.77 
3.73 
3.67 

3.48 

3.68 
3.96 
3.40 
3.45 

2.88 
2.91 
3.17 
3.21 
3.18 
3.33 
3.14 

3.32 

3.55 
3.56 
3.24 
3.69 

2.43 
2.94 
2.91 
3.13 
3.18 
3.44 
3.48 

3.41 

3.40 
3.34 

3.48 
3.54 
3.63 
3.62 
3.65 
3.58 
3.72 

3.74 

3.73 
3.79 
3.80 
3.58 

3.50 
3.40 
3.71 
3.52 
3.05 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

Ver- 
mont 
farms 

New 
Jersey 
farms 

Pennsyl- 
vania- 
Ohio 
farms 

Mich- 

igan- 

Wiscon- 

sin  farms 

Illi- 
nois- 
Iowa 
farms 

North 
Da- 
kota- 
Kansas 
farms  ^ 

South 
Dakota- 

Mon- 

tana- 
Colorado 

farms 

Wash- 

ing- 

ton- 

Oregon 

farms 

Oregon 
part- 
time 
farms 

Cali- 
fornia 
farms 

All  incomes 

3.28 

3.72 

4.19 

3.99 

3.73 

3.55 

3.36 

3.34 

^     3.36 

3.32 

0-249 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249-.. 
1,250-1,499— 
1,500-1,749— 
1,750-1,999-. 
2,000-2,499— 
2,500-2,999-.. 
3  000-3  999 

2.40 
2.56 
3.11 
3.07 
3.35 
3.42 
3.69 
3.39 
3.63 
4.25 

3.20 
3.31 
3.34 
3.21 
3.52 
3.78 
3.91 
4.07 
3.81 
4.42 
4.12 

2.91 
2.97 
3.51 
3.83 
4.15 
4.11 
4.25 
4.52 
4.68 
4.86 
5.06 
5.14 
5.07 

3.62 
3.07 
3.43 
3.84 
4.19 
4.17 
4.13 
4.44 
4.11 
3.65 
4.68 

3.26 
3.37 
3.40 
3.46 
3.82 
3.80 
3.98 
3.72 
4.03 
4.28 
4.11 
3.68 
4.14 

3.44 
3.25 
3.42 
3.71 
3.65 
3.86 
3.75 
3.55 
3.92 
3.89 
3.53 

3.13 

2.94 
3.14 
3.33 
3.62 
3.67 
3.42 
3.97 
3.70 
3.15 
3.56 

2.41 
2.90 
3.00 
3.29 
3.37 
3.51 
3.59 
3.48 
3.41 
3.62 
3.70 
4.00 

2.66 
3.02 
3.38 
3.39 
3.46 
3.40 
3.42 
3.68 
3.74 

2.77 
2.94 
2.92 
3.18 
3.19 
3.33 
3.35 
3.41 
3.61 
3.60 
3  42 

4,000-4,999 

3.61 

5,000-9,999 

3.32 

Family-income 
class  (dollars) 

North 
Carolina 
self-suf- 
ficing 
coun- 
ties- 
white 
operators 

North 
Caro- 
lina- 
South 
Caro- 
lina- 
white 
oper- 
ators 

Georgia- 
Missis- 
sippi- 
white 
oper- 
ators 

North 
Caro- 
lina- 
South 
Caro- 
lina- 
white 
share- 
crop- 
pers 

Georgia- 
Missis- 
sippi— 
white 
share- 
crop- 
pers 

North 
Caro- 
lina- 
South 
Caro- 
lina- 
Negro 
oper- 
ators 

Georgia- 
Missis- 
sippi— 
Negro 
oper- 
ators 

North 
Caro- 
lina- 
South 
Caro- 
lina- 
Negro 
share- 
crop- 
pers 

Georgia- 
Missis- 
sippi— 
Negro 
share- 
crop- 
pers 

All  incomes 

4.25 

4.62 

3.96 

4.47 

4.06 

5.01 

3.88 

4.75 

3.97 

0-249     

3.00 
3.41 
3.73 
4.61 
4.46 
4.78 
4.80 
5.31 

3.64 
3.96 
4.05 
4.47 
4.54 
4.76 
4.89 
4.84 
4.98 
5.01 
5.25 
5.14 
4.60 

2.62 
3.46 
3.90 
4.16 
4.33 
4.38 
4.03 
4.19 
3.73 
4.04 
3.72 
3.48 
3.75 
3.32 

2.86 
4.13 
4.06 
4.32 
4.70 
4.98 

}      5.46 

3.58 
3.62 
4.22 
4.76 

4.34 
4.79 
4.89 
5.20 
5.17 
5.53 

5.83 

2.77 
3.66 
4.17 
4.04 
4.02 
4.18 

4.17 
4.18 
4.84 
5.05 
5.49 
6.43 

3.43 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249 

3.79 
4.53 
4.95 

1  250-1,499 

1,500-1,749-... 

1,750-1,999 

2  000-2,499 

2  500-2  999 

3,000-3,999 

4  000-4,999 

_  _ 

5  000-9  999 

10,000-19,999 

1 

1  Year-equivalent  persons.     See  Glossary,  Year -equivalent  Person. 

2  See  table  35,  footnote  1.  For  size  of  family  for  the  various  occupational  and  family-type  groups  and  for 
number  of  persons  under  16  or  16  or  older,  see  table  49  and  reports  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures, 
Part  2,  Family  Expenditures. 

3  The  "net  loss"  families  averaged  3.43  persons;  the  "net  income,"  3.57. 
*  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Table  49. — Average  number  of  persons  ^  per  family,  by  family  type  and  income  and 
by  occupation  and  income,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  small-city,  village, 
and  farm  analysis  units,^  1935-36 


[White  nonrelief  families  that 

include 

a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-born] 

Analysis  unit  and  family- 
income  class  (dollars) 

(1) 

Families  of  type — 

Wage- 
earner 
fami- 
lies 

(9) 

Clerical, 
business. 

1 
(2) 

2 

(3) 

3 

(4) 

4 
(5) 

5 
(6) 

6 

(7) 

7 
(8) 

and  pro- 
fessional 
families 

(10) 

NORTH  CENTRAL  SMALL 
CITIES 

All  incomes 

Number 
2.02 

Number 
2.99 

Number 
3.99 

Number 
3.49 

Number 
5.35 

Number 
5.29 

Number 
7.20 

h  umber 
3.58 

Number 
3.32 

250-499 

2.11 
2.02 
2.04 
2.01 
2.03 
2.01 
2.01 
2.00 
2.01 
2.00 
2.04 
2.04 
2.04 

2.98 
2.99 
3.00 
2.98 
2.98 
2.91 
2.99 
3.00 
2.98 
2.99 
2.98 
3.07 
2.98 

4.00 
3.96 
3.97 
4.02 
4.02 
3.99 
4.00 
3.96 
3.98 
4.02 
4.00 
3.96 
3.90 

3.47 
3.34 
3.46 
3.63 
3.51 
3.49 
3.60 
3.46 
3.39 
3.60 
3.45 
3.53 
3.43 

'"5."34" 
5.40 
5.25 
5.28 
5.34 
5.62 
5.31 
5.60 
5.31 
5.34 
5.31 
5.29 

3  5.00 
5.46 
5.10 
5.38 
5.49 
5.17 
5.14 
5.25 
5.22 
5.53 
5.75 
3  4.89 
3  5.00 

'"3'7."6o" 
7.00 
7.35 
7.17 
7.14 
7.24 
7.00 

3  7.67 
7.33 
7.25 

3  7.00 

2.81 
3.37 
3.49 
3.70 
3.73 
3.71 
3.80 
3.62 
3.10 
3.69 
3.65 

500-749 

2.97 

750-999                 

3.17 

1,000-1,249 

3.25 

1,250-1,499 

3.27 

1,500-1,749 

3.25 

1,750-1,999 

3.36 

2,000-2,249   

3.35 

2,250-2,499 

3.41 

2,500-2,999 

3.25 

3,000-3,999     .     

3.48 

4,000-4,999 

3.63 

5  000-9  999 

3  63 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  AND 
NORTH  CENTRAL  VILLAGES 

All  incomes 

2.02 

3.01 

4.00 

3.47 

5.37 

5.25 

7.29 

3.65 

3.45 

250-499 

2.02 
2.02 
2.02 
2.02 
2.03 
2.01 
2.02 

}    2.01 

2.01 
1.99 
2.00 
2.00 

2.95 
3.01 
3.01 
3.00 
2.99 
3.02 
3.05 

2.99 

3.00 

3.00 

3.10 

3  3.00 

3.98 
3.98 
3.98 
4.03 
4.02 
3.97 
3.97 

3.99 

4.03 

4.00 

4.00 

3  4.00 

3.24 
3.37 
3.38 
3.54 
3.50 
3.51 
3.49 

3.45 

3.57 

3.57 

3.20 

3  3.50 

5.00 
5.37 
5.37 
5.47 
5.31 
5.29 
5.40 
5.38 

5.27 
5.36 

"'3'5;6o' 

3  5.00 
5.33 
5.20 
5.19 
5.36 
5.17 
5.28 

5.20 

5.38 

5.00 

3  5.50 

3  7.00 
7.12 
7.30 
7.39 

7.27 
7.28 
7.14 

7.57 

7.00 

7.67 

3  7.00 

3  8.00 

2.79 
3.28 
3.60 
3.73 
3.97 
3.87 
4.21 

3.71 

3.76 
4.60 

500-749 

2.90 

750-999 

3.15 

1,000-1,249 

3.58 

1,250-1,499 

3  54 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

3.61 
3.43 

2,000-2,249 

r          3.48 
1          3.31 

2,250-2,499... 

2,500-2,999 

3  66 

3,000-3,999 

3.91 

4,000-4,999- 

3.40 

5,000-9,999 

3.45 

PENNSYLVANIA-OHIO 
FARMS 

All  incomes 

2.02 

2.00 
2.04 
2.00 
2.01 
2.10 
2.00 
2.01 
2.03 
2.00 
2.00 
2.05 
3  2.27 
3  2.00 

3.01 

3  3.02 
2.96 
3.01 
2.98 
3.07 
2.97 
3.00 
3.02 
3.07 
3.00 
3.05 
3  3.00 
3  3.00 

4.01 

3.52 

5.45 

5.38 

7.35 

0-249...   

""4."00' 
4.02 
4.01 
4.04 
4.00 
4.03 
4.00 
4.00 
4.00 
3.98 
3.95 

3.75 
3.42 
3.30 
3.52 
3.45 
3.49 
3.68 
3.53 
3.60 
3.64 
3.68 
3.95 
3.80 

3  5.00 
5.18 
5.30 
5.32 
5.64 
5.41 
5.32 
5.42 
5.61 
5.54 
5.54 
5.28 
5.21 

3  5.00 
5.33 
5.24 
5.32 
5.32 
5.31 
5.43 
5.40 
5.42 
5.54 
5.57 
5.33 
6.00 

3  7.00 
3  7.00 
7.39 
7.55 
7.33 
7.22 
7.36 
7.35 
7.31 
7.44 
7.32 
7.29 
7.67 

250-499 

500-749 

750-999 

1,000-1,249... 

1,250-1,499 

1,500-1,749 

1,750-1,999 

2,000-2,499 

2,500-2,999... 

3,000-3,999 

4,000-4,999 

5,000-9,999... 

1  Year-equivalent  persons.    See  Glossary,  Year-equivalent  Person. 

2  See  table  35,  footnote  1. 

3  Average  based  on  fewer  than  3  cases. 
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Appendix  B.  Methodology 

Procedures  Used  in  Collection  of  the  Data 

The  consumer  purchases  study  was  planned  to  provide  information  about 
variations  in  family  consumption  with  region,  size  of  community,  income,  occupa- 
tion, family  type,  and  race.  The  procedures  followed  at  every  step — from  the 
selection  of  communities  through  the  tabulation  and  analysis  of  the  data — were 
determined  by  this  purpose.  The  general  plan  of  the  study  and  the  procedures 
used  in  carrying  out  the  plan  have  been  described  at  length  in  the  volumes  deahng 
with  family  income. ^  A  brief  summary  of  the  plan  and  procedures,  as  they  affect 
the  expenditure  data  presented  in  this  volume,  is  given  below. 

Communities  Included  in  the  Sample 

The  sample  was  limited  to  communities  of  certain  size  ranges  in  five  broad 
geographic  regions.  New  England,  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central,  Plains 
and  Mountain,  Pacific,  and  Southeast. 2  Communities  were  selected  to  typify 
five  distinct  degrees  of  urbanization  in  each  region  as  follows:  Large  cities,  middle- 
sized  cities,  small  cities,  villages,  and  farm  counties.  New  York  City  and  Chicago, 
111.,  representing  a  sixth  degree  of  urbanization,  the  metropolis,  were  also  studied. 

The  most  important  conditions  in  the  choice  of  the  communities  were  that  they 
should  be  located  in  the  geographic  areas  chosen  and  fall  in  the  specified  size  ranges. 
In  the  selection  of  the  cities  additional  factors  considered  were  independence  of 
other  larger  communities,  density  of  population  and  rate  of  growth,  proportion 
of  native-white  population,  economic  activities,  and  cultural  patterns.  Each 
farm  section  was  selected  because  of  the  prevalence  in  that  locality  of  a  particular 
type  of  farming.  Together,  these  13  sections  represent  the  major  types  of 
agricultural  enterprise  in  this  country.  For  the  most  part  the  villages  selected 
were  located  in  the  farm  counties  surveyed,  although  some  in  adjacent  counties 
were  added  to  provide  a  sufficiently  large  sample  of  families.  For  the  same  reason 
a  few  villages  and  cities  falling  outside  the  size  limits  originally  established  were 
included.  (A  list  of  the  cities  and  villages  surveyed  is  shown  in  table  50.  The 
farm  sections  included  in  the  study  and  the  counties  in  each  are  given  in  table  51.) 

Within  each  region,  the  sample  included  1  or  2  large  cities,  2  to  5  middle-sized 
cities,  4  to  12  small  cities,  14  to  46  villages,  and  4  to  22  farm  counties.  Expendi- 
ture data  have  been  tabulated  for  each  of  the  metropolitan  and  large  cities  sepa- 
rately. Communities  of  each  of  the  other  degrees  of  urbanization — middle-sized 
cities,  small  cities,  villages,  and  farm  counties — have  been  grouped  to  form  analy- 
sis units.  In  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region,  in  addition  to  the 
two  metropolises  and  two  large  cities,  the  tabulations  cover  two  groups  of  middle- 
sized  cities,  two  groups  of  small  cities,  one  group  of  villages,  and  four  groups  of 
farm  counties.  In  the  other  regions,  data  are  given  for  one  large  city,  one  group 
of  middle-sized  cities,  one  of  small  cities,  one  of  villages,  and  one  to  three  of  farm 
counties.  The  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  was  in  charge  of  the  work  in  the  140 
villages  and  66  farm  counties,  and  in  19  of  the  29  small  cities.  The  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  assumed  responsibility  for  the  work  in  the  10  other  small  cities 
and  in  all  larger  cities  including  14  of  middle  size,  6  large,  and  2  metropolitan. 

Population  Groups  Included  in  the  Sample 

In  making  the  plans  for  this  survey,  it  was  assumed  that  consumption  patterns 
would  vary  with  color,  nativity,  composition  of  family,  occupation,  and  income. 
Since  it  was  not  possible,  within  the  administrative  limitations  of  the  survey,  to 
provide  for  adequate  samples  of  all  groups  exhibiting  variations  in  these  factors, 

1  See  Reports  of  the  Study,  p.  231. 

2  Some  of  these  regions  do  not  correspond  to  the  census  regions  and  therefore  have  been  given  distinctive 
names,  as  Southeast,  and  Plains  and  Mountain.  The  Southeast  region  of  the  study  includes  part  of  the 
States  from  the  East  South  Central  and  South  Atlantic  regions  of  the  census;  the  Plains  and  Mountain, 
States  from  the  West  North  Central  and  Mountain  regions  of  the  census;  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North 
Central,  States  from  the  Middle  Atlantic,  and  East  and  "West  North  Central  census  regions.  Even  the 
New  England  region  of  this  study,  which  corresponds  to  the  census  region  of  that  name  in  general 
geographic  outline,  does  not  include  all  the  States  listed  by  the  census. 
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the  consumption  study  was  confined  to  those  numerically  most  important  in  the 
population— native-white,  unbroken,  nonrelief  families.  ^  Native-Negro  families 
were  included  only  in  the  Southeast  region  and  in  New  York  City  and  Columbus, 
Ohio,  where  they  were  studied  separately.  (See  p.  229  for  a  discussion  of  the 
comparability  of  the  sample  with  all  families  in  the  communities.) 

The  schedule  of  an  economic  family  (see  Glossary,  Economic  Family,  for  defini- 
tion) that  kept  house  and  could  furnish  reliable  estimates  of  a  year's' income  and 
expenditures  was  the  basic  unit  of  the  consumption  study.  Families  in  certain 
situations  could  not  provide  the  information  needed  for  the  schedule  and  there- 
fore were  excluded.  For  example,  if  the  husband  and  wife  had  not  been  married 
a  year,  neither  the  family's  income  nor  its  expenditures  for  a  12-month  period 
could  be  determined;  if  the  household  included  several  boarders,  the  separation 
of  the  expenditures  for  such  household  members  from  those  of  the  economic 
family  would  present  difficulties.  Similarly,  if  a  farm  family  had  not  lived  on  a 
farm  throughout  the  report  year,  its  income  from  home-produced  food  and  its 
pattern  of  consumption  might  not  be  representative  of  a  farming  community. 

Eligibility  Requirements 

The  families  eligible  for  the  consumption  study  were  part  of  a  larger  group 
included  in  the  study  of  family  income.  To  be  included  in  the  income  investiga- 
tion, a  famih-  had  to  meet  the  following  requirements:  The  famih-  included  a 
husband  and  wife  who  were  native- white  (or  native-Negro  in  the  Southeast  region 
and  in  New  York  City  and  Columbus,  Ohio),  had  been  married  at  least  1  year, 
were  keeping  house  when  interviewed,  and  had  not  had  the  equivalent  of  10 
roomers  for  a  full  year.  In  addition,  in  the  farm  sections  the  family  was  that  of  a 
farm  operator  (or,  in  the  Southeast,  of  a  sharecropper)  and  had  operated  the  farm 
for  at  least  1  j^ear.^ 

To  be  eligible  for  the  consumption  stud}',  a  family  had  to  meet  the  following 
additional    requirements: 

The  family  had  not  received  relief  at  an}'  time  during  the  year. 

The  family  was  of  specified  family  composition,  i.  e.,  of  types  1,  2,  3,  4,  or  5  in 
certain  communities.  In  other  communities,  types  6  and  7  were  included  also 
(see  Glossary,  Family  Type).  Families  with  five  or  more  persons  16  or  older  and 
none  younger,  and  all  families  of  nine  or  more  members  (types  8  and  9)  were 
excluded  in  all  communities. 

The  city  or  village  family  was  in  the  wage-earner,  clerical,  or  business  and 
professional  group.  Families  of  farm  operators  in  cities  or  villages  and  those 
without  earnings  were  excluded.      (See  Glossary,  Occupational  Classification.) 

The  family  did  not  have  more  than  the  equivalent  of  one  roomer  and/or  boarder 
in  the  household  for  52  weeks  of  the  report  year. 

The  family  did  not  have  more  than  the  equivalent  of  one  guest  for  26  weeks. 

The  family  had  been  keeping  house  for  at  least  9  months  of  the  report  year. 

The  family  had  not  moved  between  the  end  of  the  report  year  and  the  date  of 
interview. 

The  city  or  village  family  had  lived  in  the  community  studied  for  at  least  9 
months  of  the  report  year. 

The  farm  family  had  not  been  operating  a  part-time  farm,  except  in  Oregon  where 
a  special  study  of  part-time  farrh  operators  was  made. 

Sampling  Procedures 

The  information  on  family  income  and  expenditures  was  obtained  through 
personal  interviews  with  the  housewife  or  other  responsible  members  of  the  family. 
In  order  to  select  a  representative  group  that  satisfied  the  requirements  for  the 
consumption  study  from  the  total  population  of  families,  the  following  scheme  of 
collection,  involving  four  samples,  was  used. 

The  first  or  record-card  sample  was  a  random  sample  of  all  dwelling  units  in  the 
cities  and  villages  studied;  in  the  farm  counties,  of  dwellings  of  farm  operators 
(and,  in  the  Southeast,  of  sharecroppers).  Families  were  asked  to  give  the  infor- 
mation needed  to  fill  a  record  card  which  indicated  whether  the  requirements  for 
the  income  study  were  satisfied. 

The  second  or  income  sample  included  families  shown  by  entries  on  the  record 
card  to  be  eligible  for  the  study  of  income.     These  families  were  requested  to  give 

3  An  eligible  family  had  operated  a  farm  which  met  the  census  definition  and  the  requirement  that  some 
money  income  from  the  sale  of  farm  products  had  been  received,  unless  special  circumstances  existed  to 
explain  the  absence  of  such  money  income.  Farm  laborers  and  paid  managers  of  farms  were  not  included  in 
the  study. 
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the  information  on  family  composition,  occupation,  and  income  shown  in  the 
income  schedule.  The  third  or  eligible  sample  consisted  of  the  families  from  the 
second  sample  whose  entries  on  the  income  schedule  indicated  eligibility  for  the 
consumption  study. 

The  fourth  or  consumption  sample  was  derived  from  the  third  sample.  It 
included  every  eligible  family  willing  or  able  to  furnish  data  concerning  its  expend- 
itures from  the  group  drawn  in  the  first  of  the  series  of  random  subsamples. 
Some  limitation  of  the  number  of  eligible  families  asked  to  provide  expenditure 
schedules  was  imposed  in  the  latter  stages  of  field  work.  The  consumption  sample 
was  planned  to  provide  enough  cases  for  analysis  by  income,  family  type,  and 
occupation.  A  minimum  of  6  or  10  cases  was  desired  in  each  of  the  so-called 
cells,  i.  e.,  the  subdivisions  of  the  city  or  village  sample  by  a  three-way  classifica- 
tion— income,  family  type,  and  occupation.  Since  all  farm  families  were  in  the 
same  occupational  group,  a  two-way  classification  by  family  type  and  income 
was  made. 

Obviously,  a  group  of  eligible  families  large  enough  to  provide  six  cases  of  a 
less  frequent  income,  family-type,  and  occupational  class  (such  as.  high-income 
business  families  of  six  or  more  members)  would  include  more  cases  than  were 
needed  of  the  more  usual  groups,  such  as  the  three-  or  four-member,  wage-earner 
famihes  with  incomes  of  about  $1,000.  It  was  considered  advisable,  therefore,  to 
exercise  some  control  in  the  final  stages  of  schedule  collection  in  order  to  avoid 
obtaining  an  excessive  number  of  families  from  some  groups  while  securing  a 
barely  adequate  number  from  others.  Although  it  did  not  prove  possible  to  obtain 
the  preassigned  minimum  number  of  schedules  for  all  cells,  many  cells  of  the  less 
frequent  types  were  represented  by  more  schedules  than  would  have  been  secured 
without  this  control  of  the  sampling. 

The  percentage  of  eligible  families  included  in  the  consumption  sample  was 
greater  for  some  cells  than  for  others  because  of  this  collection  control.  In  other 
words,  the  consumption  sample  differed  from  the  eligible  group  in  that  some  of  the 
occupational,  family-type,  and  income  cells  included  a  smaller  proportion  of  the 
total  number  than  they  did  in  the  eligible  group,  while  in  other  cells  the  proportion 
was  larger.'' 

Data  From  the  Consumption  Sample 

Representative  Character  and  Reliability 

The  consumption  sample  may  be  taken  as  fairly  representative  of  the  eligible 
group  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of  families  by  occupation,  family  type,  and 
income,  despite  the  control  of  collection.  The  differences  between  the  consump- 
tion and  the  ehgible  sample  were  small  enough  that  in  the  tabulation  and  analysis 
of  the  expenditure  data,  the  consumption  sample  may  be  treated  as  a  random 
sample.  In  general,  the  consumption  sample  in  the  small  cities  and  villages 
included  a  smaller  proportion  of  wage-earner  families  than  the  eligible  sample;  in 
the  Pacific  small-city  unit,  for  example,  41  percent  of  the  families  giving  expendi- 
ture schedules  compared  with  48  percent  of  the  eligible  families  were  in  the  wage- 
earner  classification.  Similarly,  families  of  type  1  (husband  and  wife  only)  were 
usually  not  fully  represented  in  the  consumption  sample.  For  example,  the 
percentages  in  the  Pacific  small-city  unit  were  29  for  the  consumption  sample 
and  33  for  the  eligible  sample.  In  some  of  the  city  and  village  analysis  units,  the 
proportion  of  families  in  the  higher  income  classes  was  greater  in  the  consumption 
than  in  the  eligible  sample;  in  others,  the  reverse  was  true.^ 

In  the  farm  sections,  the  consumption  sample  generally  included  relatively  more 
high-income  families  than  the  eligible  sample.  Thus,  in  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
section  28  percent  of  the  families  in  the  consumption  sample  had  incomes  of  $2,000 
or  more,  compared  with  24  percent  of  the  eligible  families.  In  the  Washington- 
Oregon  section  these  percentages  were  22  percent  and  15  percent,  respectively. 
In  some  of  the  analysis  units,  such  as  Illinois-Iowa  and  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  (white  operators) ,  the  consumption  sample  did  not  differ  from  the  eligible 
sample  in  the  distribution  of  families  by  type.  However,  in  others,  including  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio,  Michigan- Wisconsin,  Washington-Oregon,  and  California 
units,  families  of  types  2  and  3  (husband  and  wife,  and  one  or  two  persons  under  16) 

^The  procedures  used  in  selecting  the  families  included  in  the  consumption  sample  are  described  in  greater 
detail  in  the  Methodology  section  of  the  reports  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  1,  Family 
Income. 

5  A  comparison  of  the  two  samples  for  each  analysis  unit  is  given  in  the  Appraisal  section  of  the  reports  on 
Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  2,  Family  Expenditures. 
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constituted  a  somewhat  larger  proportion  of  the  consumption  than  of  the  eligible 
sample;  families  of  tj^pe  1  and  of  types  4  and  5  were  less  numerous  in  the  former 
than  in  the  latter  sample  in  these  sections.  In  most  of  the  analysis  units  in  the 
Southeast,  families  of  types  6  and  7  were  not  fully  represented  in  the  consumption 
sample. 

The  individual  cells  of  the  consumption  sample,  i.  e.,  the  family- type  groups  at 
a  given  income  level,  seem  to  represent  adequately  the  families  of  the  eligible 
sample  of  the  same  family  type  and  income  class.  Although  some  families  could 
not  be  reached,  there  is  no  evidence  that  the  nonreporting  families  differed  from 
those  included  in  respect  to  consumption  patterns.  Revisits  and  special  visits  by 
supervisors  served  to  reduce  the  number  of  nonreporting  families. 

The  completeness  and  reliability  of  the  schedules  were  insured  by  various 
procedures  adopted  for  field  collection,  and  for  editing  and  tabulating  the  data. 
Field  agents  were  carefully  trained  before  they  began  to  interview  families.  The 
work  of  each  interviewer  was  checked  by  a  supervisor.  One  out  of  8  or  10  families 
interviewed  was  visited  a  second  time  to  determine  whether  the  schedule  was  an 
authentic  report.  In  addition,  the  families  giving  the  information  for  the  food 
record  were  asked  to  check  certain  items  on  the  expenditure  schedule.  This  sys- 
tem of  checking  served  to  eliminate  the  invention  of  schedules  on  the  part  of 
agents. 

Each  expenditure  schedule  was  subjected  to  careful  editing  for  reasonableness 
and  internal  consistency,  first  in  the  local  collection  office,  and  then  in  the  regional 
office  where  the  data  were  transcribed  for  machine  tabulation.  If  an  expenditure 
schedule  was  incomplete  or  inconsistent,  the  supervisor  or  field  agent  revisited  the 
family  to  obtain  the  missing  information.  In  general,  no  schedule  was  considered 
complete  unless  an  entry  was  given  for  every  item.  A  few  schedules  were  accepted 
in  which  certain  minor  expenditure  items  were  unknown  but  the  total  for  the 
group  of  which  the  item  was  a  part  was  given.  Expenditure  schedules  judged 
reliable  were  accepted  for  tabulation  only  if  the  total  receipts  and  total  disburse- 
ments balanced  within  5.5  percent  for  city  and  village  families  and  within  10.5 
percent  for  farm  families. 

Table  50. — Cities  and  villages  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  and  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  by  region 


Region 

Degree  of 

urbanization  i 

Middle  Atlantic 

Plains  and 
Mountain 

New  England 

and  North 
Central  2 

Southeast 

Pacific 

Metropolis  3__ 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

Chicago,  ni. 

Large  city  3.._ 

Providence,  R.  I, 

Columbus,  Ohio. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

Atlanta,  Ga. 

Denver,  Colo. 

Portland,  Oreg. 

Middle-sized 

Haverhill,  Mass. 

New  Castle,  Pa. 

Columbia,  S.C. 

Butte,  Mont. 

Aberdeen  -  Ho- 

city.3 

New  Britain, 

Muncie,  Ind. 

Mobile,  Ala. 

Pueblo,  Colo. 

quiam,  "Wash. 

Conn. 

Springfield,  111. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Springfield,  Mo. 

Bellingham, 

Wash. 
Everett,  Wash. 

Small  city 

*W  e  s  t  b  r  0  0  k  , 

*Mt.       Vernon, 

*  Sumter,  S.  C. 

*Dodge    City, 

*01ympia,Wash. 

Maine.4 

Ohio. 

*  Griffin.  Ga. 

Kans. 

*Astoria,    Oreg. 

*Greenfield, 

*New    Philadel- 

#Gastonia, N.C.5 

*  Greeley,  Colo. 

*Eugene,  Oreg. 

Mass. 4 

phia,  Ohio. 

#Albany,  Ga.5 

*Logan,  Utah. 

*  Klamath  Falls, 

#Wallingford, 

*Lincoln,  111. 

*Provo,  Utah. 

Oreg. 

Conn. 

*Beaver  Dam, 

#Billings,  Mont.5 

#Willimantic, 

Wis. 

Conn. 

*Boone,  Iowa. 
♦Columbia,  Mo. 
"Moberly,  Mo. 
#Beaver  Falls,  Pa. 
#Connellsville, 

Pa. 
#Logansport,Ind. 
#Peru,  Ind. 
#Mattoon,  111. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  50. — Cities  and  villages  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  and  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  by  region — Continued 


Region 

Degree  of 
urbanization  i 

Middle  Atlantic 

Plains  and 

New  England 

and  North 
Central  2 

Southeast 

Mountain 

Pacific 



Village  6 

Vermont: 

Pennsylvania: 

North  Carolina: 

North  Dakota: 

Washington: 

Bristol. 

Denver. 

Elm  City. 

Casselton. 

Arlington. 

Essex  Junc- 

Marietta. 

Franklinton. 

Cooperstown. 

Blaine. 

tion. 

New  Freedom. 

Louisburg. 

Finley. 

Burlington. 

Northfield. 

New  Holland. 

Nashville. 

Hatton. 

Lynden. 

Richford. 

Quarry  ville. 

Spring  Hope. 

Hillsboro. 

Marysville. 

Swanton. 

Spring  Grove. 

Wake  Forest. 

Hope. 

Monroe. 

Waterbury. 

Wrightsville. 

Whitakers. 

Lidgerwood. 

Snohomish. 

Massachusetts: 

Ohio: 

Zebulon. 

Mayville. 

Oregon: 

Avon. 

Bellville. 

Mississippi: 

Portland. 

McMinnville. 

Bryantville 

Cardington. 

Drew. 

Kansas: 

Newberg. 

and  South 

Fredericktown. 

Holla  ndale. 

Bucklin. 

Sheridan. 

Hanson. 

Mount  Gilead. 

Indianola. 

Cimarron. 

Silverton. 

East  Bridge- 

Perrysville. 

Itta  Bena. 

Fowler. 

Wood  burn. 

water. 

Plymouth. 

Leland. 

Kinsley. 

California: 

Hebronville. 

Michigan: 

Moorhead. 

Meade. 

Beaumont. 

Kingston. 

Blissfield. 

Mound  Ba- 

Spearville. 

Brea. 

North  Easton. 

Chelsea. 

you.  7 

South  Dakota: 

Ceres. 

North    Digh- 

Concord. 

Rosedale. 

Belle  Fourche. 

Elsinore. 

ton. 

Grass  Lake. 

Ruleville. 

Sturgis. 

Hemit. 

North   Rayn- 

Hudson. 

Shaw. 

Montana: 

La  Habra. 

ham. 

Jonesville. 

Shelby. 

Forsyth. 

Manteca. 

Parma. 

South  Carolina: 

Colorado: 

Newman. 

Tecumseh. 

Bishopville. 

Gle  n  woo  d 

Oakdale. 

Wisconsin: 

Camden. 

Springs. 

Placentia. 

Horicon. 

Lake  City. 

Meeker. 

San  Jacinto. 

Lake       Mills 

Lamar. 

Red  cliff. 

Tustin. 

City. 

Manning. 

Rifle. 

May  ville. 

Summerton. 

Mount  Horeb. 

Timmonsville. 

Sun  Prairie. 

Georgia: 

Waterloo. 

Comer. 

Illinois: 

Commerce. 

Atlanta. 

Greensboro. 

Bement. 

Jefferson. 

Cerro  Gordo. 

Madison. 

Farmer  City. 

Social  Circle. 

Maroa. 

Washington. 

Monticello. 

Winder. 

Mount  Pulas- 
ki. 
Tuscola. 

Iowa: 

Brooklyn. 

Bussey. 

Dallas. 

Earlham. 

Eddyville. 

Melcher. 

Montezuma. 

New  Sharon. 

Pleasant  ville. 

State  Center. 

Victor. 

1  The  population  range  in  each  type  of  community  was  as  follows:  Metropolis,  3,376,438  to  6,930,446; 
large  city,  214,006  to  301,815;  middle-sized  city,  30,567  to  71,864;  small  city,  9,370  to  18,901;  village,  544  to  5,183. 
Population  figures  are  those  given  by  the  1930  census. 

2  Cities  in  this  group  that  were  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  are  classified  as  East  Central 
and  West  Central  in  the  reports  of  that  Bureau. 

3  All  metropolises,  large  cities,  and  middle-sized  cities  listed  in  this  table  were  studied  by  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics. 

<  Consumption  data  are  combined  with  those  from  the  other  small  cities  studied  in  this  region  and  are 
published  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

5  Consumption  data  are  combined  with  those  from  the  other  small  cities  studied  in  this  region  and  are 
published  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics. 

8  All  villages  listed  in  this  table  were  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics.  Administrative  prob- 
lems and  the  objective  of  selecting  villages  in  or  near  counties  chosen  for  the  study  of  farm  families  made  it 
necessary  to  class  as  villages  a  few  small  towns  of  approximately  3,000,  and  1  (Camden,  S.  C.)  of  slightly 
over  5,000.    Most  of  the  communities,  however,  had  populations  under  2,500. 

7  Negro  families  only. 

*Designates  small  cities  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics, 

#Designates  small  cities  studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 
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Table  51. — Farm  counties  studied  hy  the  Bureau  of  Home  Ecomonics  as  combined 
for  analysis  in  the  consumption  sample,  and  important  type  of  farming  in  each 
group  of  counties 


Analysis  unit 


Counties  studied 


Type  of  farming 


Vermont 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania-Ohio 

Michigan- Wisconsin. . 
minois-Iowa 

North  Dakota-Kansas 


South  Dakota-Montana 
Colorado. 


Washington-Oregon 

Oregon — part-time  2 

California 

North  Carolina  self-suffi- 
cing counties. 

North  C  a  r  0 1  i  n  a-S  0  u  t  h 
Carolina: 

White  operators 

White  sharecroppers.. 

Negro  operators 

Negro  sharecroppers.. 
Georgia-Mississippi : 

White  operators 

White  sharecroppers.. 

Negro  operators 

Negro  sharecroppers.. 


Chittenden,  Franklin 

Camden,  Gloucester,  Salem 

Pennsylvania:  Lancaster 

Ohio:  Crawford,  Knox,  Kichland 

Michigan :  Lenawee 

Wisconsin :  Dane 

Illinois:  DeWitt,  Logan,  Macon,  Piatt-. 

Iowa:  Madison,  Mahaska,  Marion,  Mar- 
shall, Poweshiek. 

North  Dakota:  Barnes,  Cass,  Griggs, 
Steele. 

Kansas:  Edwards,  Ford,  Gray,  Meade.. 

South  Dakota:  Pennington 

Montana:  Custer 

Colorado:    Eagle,  Garfield,  Rio  Blanco.. 

Washington:  Whatcom... 

Oregon:  Marion,  Polk 

Marion,  Polk,  Clackamas,  Multnomah, 
Washington. 

Orange,  Riverside,  San  Joaquin 

Jackson,  Macon 

North  Carolina:  Edgecombe,  Nashj 

South  Carolina:  Clarendon,  Darlington, 
Florence,  Lee,  Marion,  Sumter. 

North  Carolina:  Edgecombe,  Nash 

South  Carolina:  Darlington,  Florence 

Georgia:  Clarke,  Elbert,  Greene,  Jack- 
son, Madison,  Morgan,  Oconee,  Wilkes. 

Mississippi:  Boliver,  Leflore,  Sunflower, 
Washington. 

Georgia:  Clarke,  Elbert,  Greene,  Madi- 
son, Morgan.  Oconee.  Wilkes. 

Mississippi:    Leflore,  Washington 


Dairy. 
Truck. 
General. 
Do. 
General  and  dairy. 
Dairy. 

Corn  and  other  cash  grain. 
Animal  specialty. 

Wheat  and  other  cash  grain. 

Do. 
Range  livestock  and  cash  grain. 

Do. 
Range  livestock  and  crop  special- 
ty. 
Dairy  and  poultry. 
General  and  fruit,  part-time. 

D0.2 

Fruit  and  nut,  fruit  and  dairy. 
Self-sufficing. 


Cotton  and  tobacco. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Cotton. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


1  For  each  group  of  counties  as  a  whole,  according  to  1930  census. 

2  All  schedules  included  in  this  analysis  unit  are  from  families  of  farmers  classified  as  part-time. 


Medical  Care  Data 

The  use  of  the  detailed  schedule  form  not  only  served  to  remind  families  of  the 
various  expenditures  they  had  made  for  medical  care  throughout  the  year  but  also 
provided  a  basis  for  classifying  such  expenditures  into  14  subgroups,  such  as  medi- 
cines and  drugs,  and  services  of  physicians.  (See  p.  227  for  a  reproduction  of  the 
section  of  the  schedule  dealing  with  medical  care,  and  table  35  for  the  14  subgroups 
included  in  the  scheme  of  classification.) 

Certain  problems  of  classification  of  expenditures  arose,  however,  and  these 
should  be  taken  into  account  in  interpreting  and  using  the  data  from  this  survey. 
One  difficulty  was  due  to  the  attempt  to  distinguish  between  the  services  of  a 
general  practitioner  (described  as  a  physician  in  this  study")  and  those  of  a  special 
practitioner,  as  a  nose  and  throat  specialist.  In  a  small  community,  one  man 
may  perform  both  of  these  types  of  services  and  be  a  surgeon  as  well.  Hence,  it 
is  not  surprising  that  both  families  and  editors  were  puzzled  as  to  the  distinction 
between  the  physician  and  the  specialist. 

Clinic  visits  also  were  a  source  of  trouble.  In  some  communities  a  group  of 
practitioners — general  or  special — may  band  together  and  operate  what  is  de- 
scribed as  a  clinic;  in  others,  the  term  customarily  refers  to  the  outpatient  depart- 
ment of  a  hospital  where  services  are  provided  at  a  minimum  charge  to  low-income 
families.  Probably  some  of  the  clinic  visits  reported  by  the  more  well-to-do 
families  were  of  the  former  type. 
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A 

B 

C 

Item 

Check 

if  any 

free 

Expense  for  year 

1,   Physician: 

office  visits  at  $_ 

$ 

2.                     home  calls  at  $ 

3.  Dentist      __ 

4.  Oculist 

5.  Other  specialist  (specify) 

6.   Clinic  visits:                     at  $ 

7.  Hospital  room  or  bed: 
days  at  $ 

8.  Private  nurse: 

At  hospital,            days  at  $ 

9.       At  home,            days  at  $ 

10.  Visiting  nurse: 

visits  at  $ 

11.  Examinations  and  tests  (not  in- 
cluded above) 

12.   Medicines  and  drugs 

13    Eyeglasses 

14.  Medical  appliances  and  supplies 

15.  Premiums  on  health  and  accident 

insurance 

16.  Other _   __ 

17.              Total  (1-16) 

$           _    _         __ 

A  further  problem  of  classification  arises  from  the  custom  of  making  a  single 
charge  for  two  or  more  items  of  medical  care.  A  physician  may  provide  a  patient 
with  medicine  for  which  he  may  make  no  specific  charge.  The  patient  cannot 
divide  the  payment — perhaps  $2 — into  services  and  medicines;  probably  the 
doctor  himself  would  have  difficulty  in  doing  so.  Charges  for  home  and  office 
calls  are  not  always  separated  on  bills — another  source  of  difficulty  in  filling  the 
schedule.  A  hospital  bill  may  include,  in  addition  to  the  patient's  room,  meals 
and  care,  and  items  not  properly  classified  as  hospital  care,  as  use  of  ambulance 
(other  medical  care),  services  of  anaesthetist,  and  medicines.  However,  these 
charges  may  not  always  have  been  itemized  or  families  could  recall  only  the  total 
hospital  bill.  In  such  cases,  field  agents  obtained  what  information  they  could 
from  the  families  and  turned  their  notes  over  to  the  supervising  editor.  The 
editor  consulted  with  local  physicians  and  with  the  bookkeepers  of  hospitals,  if 
they  were  available,  and  followed  their  advice  in  the  allocation  of  such  sums  to 
the  different  schedule  items.  Many  such  allocations  were,  of  necessity,  somewhat 
arbitrary.  It  is  probable,  too,  that  in  some  instances,  families  failed  to  state  that 
a  given  sum  covered  more  than  one  item  and,  as  a  consequence,  an  outlay  entered 
under  one  item  should  have  been  allocated  to  two  or  more.  In  particular,  ex- 
penditures for  medicines  may  have  been  consistently  understated  because  of 
provision  of  medicines  by  doctors  and  hospitals. 

Premiums  for  health  and  accident  insurance  frequently  were  included  in  dues  to 
a  fraternal  or  labor  organization  or  in  the  premium  on  a  life  insurance  policy.  If 
the  family  did  not  know  how  such  payments  should  be  distributed,  the  local 
editor  consulted  with  officers  of  the  organization  or  with  the  insurance  agent.  But 
without  reference  to  the  specific  policy  involved,  decisions  as  to  division  of  such 
payments  were  also  arbitrary  in  some  instances. 

Because  of  these  problems  of  classification,  the  amounts  reported  for  total 
expenditures  probably  are  somewhat  m^ore  reliable  than  the  amounts  for  the 
specific  items.  However,  there  is  the  possibility  that  some  of  the  errors  of  classi- 
fication due  to  inability  of  families  to  distribute  outlays  were  compensating. 
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Combinations  of  Occupational,  Family-Type,  and  Income  Classes 

The  eligible  sample  provides  a  somewhat  more  accurate  picture  of  the  relative 
importance  of  the  groups  (cells)  of  families  represented  in  the  consumption  study 
than  does  the  consumption  sample.  In  theory,  therefore,  it  would  be  preferable 
to  use  the  distribution  of  eligible  families  by  income,  occupation,  and  family  type 
as  a  system  of  weights  to  be  applied  to  the  average  expenditures  for  each  group  in 
order  to  obtain  averages  for  combinations  of  the  groups,  such  as  wage-earner 
families  of  all  types  in  a  given  income  class.  The  calculation  of  averages  for  com- 
bined groups  by  pooling  the  data  is  equivalent  to  using  the  distribution  from  the 
consumption  sample  as  a  weight  system  in  place  of  the  distrilDution  from  the 
eligible  sample. 

Practically,  the  two  samples  were  sufficiently  similar  with  respect  to  the  distri- 
butions of  familes  that  averages  computed  in  the  two  ways  did  not  differ  greatly. 
The  procedure  of  computing  the  average  by  pooling,  i.  e,,  on  the  basis  of  consump- 
tion sample  weights,  has  the  advantage  of  simplicity;  it  is  the  simple  average  of 
all  the  reports  for  a  given  class.  Since  tests  indicated  that  the  differences  between 
this  type  of  average  and  that  based  on  weights  from  the  eligible  sample  were 
relatively  small  with  few  exceptions,  the  simpler  average  has  been  used  uniformly 
for  all  tables  in  the  reports  on  family  expenditures. 

Combinations  of  all  income  classes,  however,  present  a  somewhat  different 
situation  from  combinations  of  family-type  or  occupational  groups  at  a  specified 
income  level.  Two  points  must  be  remembered:  First,  the  consumption  sample 
did  not  include  those  families  drawn  in  the  eligible  sample  that  had  very  low  or 
very  high  incomes;  second,  the  eligible  sample  obtained  by  the  survey  tended  to 
underrepresent  the  high-income  families  in  some  communities.  The  consump- 
tion patterns  of  families  of  all  income  classes  combined,  as  shown  by  pooled 
averages,  may  be  considered  representative  of  the  patterns  of  the  eligible  families 
within  the  income  classes  presented  for  the  specified  analysis  unit,  but  not  of  all 
eligible  familes  in  the  small  cities,  villages,  or  farm  sections. 

Table  52. — median  income:  Median  income  of  relief  and  nonrelief  families  com- 
bined and  of  nonrelief  families  only,  families  included  in  the  income  sample  with 
analysis  units  as  combined  for  the  consumption  sample,^  1935-36 

[Families  that  include  a  husband  and  wife,  both  native-bom] 


Analysis  unit 

Relief 
and 
non- 
relief 
families 

2 

Non- 
relief 
families 

Analysis  unit 

ReHef 
and 
non- 
relief 
families 

2 

Non- 
relief 
families 

SMALL  CITIES 

North  Central 

Dollars 
1,164 
1,420 
1,555 
1.211 
417 

1,233 

962 
1,054 
1,164 
1,268 

346 

1,143 
1,400 

Dollars 
1,322 
1,648 
1,669 
1,345 
486 

1,447 

1,154 
1,322 
1,405 
1,474 
415 

1,181 
1,497 

FARMS— continued 
Pennsylvania-Ohio 

Dollars 
1,330 

1,208 

1,211 

637 

731 
1,070 
1,462 
1,424 

611 
1,148 
775 
833 
556 
680 
533 
649 
415 

Dollars 
1,361 

1,224 

Michigan- Wisconsin  .. 

Pacific 

Illinois-Iowa 

1,238 

Southeast — white  families 

North  Dakota-Kansas 

758 

Southeast — Negro  families 

South  Dakota-Montana-Colo- 
rado 

971 

TILLAGES 

Washington-Oregon 

1  174 

1,562 

New  England 

California 

1,475 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Cen- 
tral                       ---    

N.    C.    self-sufllcing    counties— 

917 

T*laiTis  a^id  Mnnntflin 

N.  C.-S.  C— white  operators 

Ga.-Miss.— white  operators 

N.  C.-S.  C— white  sharecroppers. 
Ga.-Miss.— white  sharecroppers.. 

N.  C.-S.  C— Negro  operators 

Ga.-Miss.— Negro  operators 

N.  C.-S.  C— Negro  sharecroppers. 
Ga.-Miss. — Negro  sharecroppers . 

1,240 

Pacific             -_.     _ 

871 

Southeast — white  families 

Southeast— Negro  families 

FAEMS 

Vermont 

894 
594 
689 
557 
662 

New  Jersey 

422 

1  These  medians  for  families  in  the  income  sample  are  higher  than  those  for  the  entire  population  since  the 
ehgibility  requirements  for  this  sample,  based  principally  on  race,  nativity,  family  composition,  and  condi- 
tions under  which  the  farm  was  operated,  eliminated  from  the  study  many  families  of  types  that  would 
usually  be  found  in  the  lower  income  classes.  The  composition  and  numerical  importance  of  this  ineligible 
group  varied  in  the  different  analysis  units. 

2  Medians  for  relief  and  nonrelief  families  were  computed  on  the  assumption  (substantially  supported  by 
available  data)  that  all  relief  families  had  incomes  below  the  median  for  the  entire  sample. 
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Had  the  data  for  the  well-todo  familes  (omitted  from  the  tabulations  because 
of  the  small  number  of  schedules  obtained)  been  included  and  had  weighted  rather 
than  pooled  averages  been  used,  the  averages  for  the  all-incomes  line  would  have 
been  improved  somewhat.  However,  such  averages  would  not  provide  an  accu- 
rate estimate  of  the  total  consumption  of  all  eligible  families;  both  the  weights 
in  respect  to  the  number  of  high-income  families  in  the  eligible  sample  and  the 
data  for  consumption  of  high-income  families  (based  on  comparatively  few  cases) 
were  inadequate  for  this  purpose.  The  well-to-do  familes  which  have  a  large 
share  of  the  aggregate  income  in  relation  to  their  number  also  have  a  large  share  of 
aggregate  disbursements,  especially  for  some  so-called  luxury  items  of  family 
living.  These  considerations  should  be  recognized,  therefore,  in  the  use  of  averages 
from  the  all-incomes  line  of  a  table  to  represent  the  total  expenditures  of  all 
eligible  families. 

The  Consumption  Sample  in  Relation  to  the  Total  Population 

The  consumption  study  was  limited  to  the  so-called  eligible  groups — native- 
white  (except  in  the  Southeast),  unbroken,  nonrelief  families  having  certain 
characteristics.  This  restriction  of  the  scope  of  the  study  limits  the  applicability 
of  the  data  from  the  consumption  sample  to  the  entire  population  of  the  com- 
munities surveyed.  Eligible  families  did  not  account  for  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  total  population  of  famihes  in  the  communities  surveyed  except  in  the 
Southeast  where  the  study  included  Negro  as  well  as  white  families.  In  several 
groups  of  communities  fewer  than  one-third  of  the  families  were  eligible  for  the 
consumption  study,  as  the  following  estimates  based  on  census,  record-card,  and 
income-sample  data  show: 

Percentage  of  families  eligible  in — 

Farm  Small 

Region  and  State:  sections         Villages         cities 

New  England __  26  (i) 

Vermont 23 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central __  42  45 

New  Jersey 22 

Pennsylvania-Ohio 54 

Michigan- Wisconsin 52 

Illinois-Iowa 59 

Plains  and  Mountain _-  31  34 

North  Dakota-Kansas 30 

South  Dakota- Montana-Colorado 29 

Pacific --  30  37 

Washington-Oregon 25 

California 21 

Southeast __  77  76 

North  Carolina-South  Carolina 39 

Georgia-Mississippi 42 

North  Carolina,  self-sufficing  counties 30 

1  Consumption  data  are  published  in  reports  of  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

Since  the  ineligible  families  generally  outnumbered  the  ehgible,  differences  be- 
tween the  two  groups  must  be  carefully  considered  in  adapting  the  data  relating 
to  the  consumption  sample  to  all  families  in  these  communities.  The  families 
excluded  from  the  study  of  consumption  on  the  basis  of  the  eligibility  require- 
ments may  be  classified  in  two  groups:  Those  ineligible  for  both  the  income  and 
consumption  studies;  those  eligible  for  the  former  study  but  ineligible  for  the 
latter. 

The  group  ineligible  for  both  studies  consisted  mainly  of  nonwhite  families 
(except  native-Negroes  living  in  the  Southeast),  one-person,  broken,  and  foreign- 
born  families,  and  families  of  farm  managers  and  laborers.  (See  Eligibility 
Requirements,  p.  222.)  Information  concerning  this  group  of  ineligible  families 
was  limited  to  the  number  excluded  for  each  reason  for  ineligibility  and  to  the 
income  data  obtained  from  a  small  sample  in  nine  of  the  small  cities  and  five  of 
the  farm  sections.  In  these  small  cities  and  farm  sections,  the  ineligible  families 
as  a  group  were  found  to  have  incomes  much  lower  than  those  of  the  eligible 
(native-white,  unbroken)  families.  That  is,  among  the  ineligible  families  the 
relative  number  in  the  lowest  income  classes  was  greater  than  among  the  eligible 
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families.  Since  this  group,  ineligible  for  both  studies,  constituted  one-fifth  or 
more  of  the  families  in  each  analysis  unit,  their  exclusion  from  the  survey  served 
to  limit  the  study  of  income  as  well  as  of  consumption  to  a  group  whose  median 
income  was  higher  than  that  of  the  population  of  these  communities  as  a  whole. 
Families  eligible  for  the  income  study  probably  had  median  incomes  several 
hundred  dollars  above  the  medians  for  the  total  population  (table  52).  For 
example,  the  difference  was  estimated  to  be  about  $300  in  the  Pacific  small  cities. 
(See  Appraisal  section  of  report  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  1, 
Family  Income.) 

The  group  of  families  eligible  for  the  income  study  but  ineligible  for  the  con- 
sumption study  consisted  chiefly  of  those  that  had  received  relief  at  any  time  dur- 
ing the  report  year  and  of  family-type  and  occupational  groups  too  infrequently 
encountered  to  permit  analysis,  (p.  222).  Incomes  of  this  second  group  of  in- 
eligible families  (those  in  the  income  sample  but  excluded  from  the  study  of 
consumption)  tended  to  be  below  those  of  the  consumption  sample  as  a  whole, 
chiefly  because  of  the  relatively  large  proportion  of  relief  families  in  the  former 
group.  Income  data,  although  incomplete,  obtained  from  families  that  had 
received  relief,  indicate  that  few  had  incomes  of  $1,000  or  more  during  the  year. 
Moreover,  in  the  small  cities  and  villages,  nonrelief  families  that  were  inehgible 
because  of  occupation  or  residence  also  tended  to  be  concentrated  in  the  lower 
income  classes. 

The  two  sets  of  eligibility  requirements  thus  had  the  effect  of  excluding  from 
the  study  of  consumption  a  relatively  larger  number  of  families  with  incomes 
under  than  above  $1,000.  Estimates  made  for  the  Pacific  small-city  analysis 
unit  showed  that  only  11  percent  of  the  families  with  incomes  under  $1,000  (in- 
cluding those  receiving  relief)  were  eligible  for  the  study,  compared  with  about  50 
to  60  percent  of  the  families  in  the  higher  classes.  Similar  estimates  for  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  section  indicated  that  of  all  families  with  incomes  under 
$1,000^  approximately  41  percent  were  eligible  for  the  consumption  sample  as 
contrasted  with  from  60  to  70  percent  of  those  in  the  income  classes  above  $1,000. 

In  addition  to  having  a  somewhat  higher  general  income  level,  the  families  in 
the  consumption  sample  may  have  differed  somewhat  from  the  excluded  group 
with  respect  to  expenditure  patterns.  For  example,  in  the  cities  and  villages, 
the  excluded  families  that  had  no  earnings  from  an  occupation  tended  to  be  older 
than  those  classed  as  wage-earner,  clerical,  or  business  and  professional;  a  larger 
percentage  of  them  owned  their  homes.  Farm  families  that  lived  in  the  cities 
and  villages  (and  were  excluded)  had  relatively  substantial  amounts  of  home- 
produced  food,  as  compared  with  other  city  and  viUage  families.  In  the  farm 
sections  the  excluded  families  that  had  moved  may  have  had  less  home-produced 
food  and  higher  food  expenditures  than  families  that  had  lived  on  the  same  farm 
a  year  or  more.  The  extent  to  which  consumption  patterns  were  found  to  differ 
among  the  family-type  groups  included  in  the  survey  suggests  that  the  consump- 
tion patterns  of  the  one-person  families,  of  those  with  two  or  more  members  not 
including  a  husband  and  a  wife,  and  of  the  large,  unbroken  families  of  types  8 
and  9  may  have  differed  appreciably  from  the  patterns  of  the  groups  studied. 
The  ways  of  living  of  the  foreign-born  and  of  the  nonwhite  families  also  may  have 
differed  from  the  native-white  because  of  different  cultural  patterns. 

In  general,  there  is  but  limited  information  upon  which  to  judge  differences 
between  the  consumption  patterns  of  the  ineligible  groups  and  the  eligible  families 
of  comparable  incomes.  However,  as  the  data  in  this  volume  show,  income  level 
affects  family  consumption  more  strongly  than  other  factors.  Accordingly,  the 
consumption  patterns  of  the  families  studied  may  be  judged  representative  in 
broad  outline  of  those  of  all  families  of  similar  economic  status.  Estimates  of 
community,  regional,  and  national  consumption  may  thus  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  data  from  this  survey  and  additional  information  available  concerning  distri- 
bution of  income,  to  give  a  general  picture  of  the  ways  of  spending  of  all  families. 

The  Variable  Report  Year 

The  period  covered  by  the  survey  cannot  be  defined  exactly.  Each  family  that 
supplied  facts  on  income  and  expenditures  was  left  free  to  choose  for  its  report  a 
continuous  12-month  period,  beginning  not  earlier  than  January  1935  and  ending 
not  later  than  December  1936.  The  period  of  schedule  collection  in  a  community 
affected  the  dates  chosen  by  families.  Many  preferred  to  give  information  for  the 
year  ending  only  a  few  weeks  before  the  date  of  interview;  others,  interviewed  late 
in  1936,  still  preferred  1935  because  of  availability  of  data  from  their  business 
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records  and  household  accounts.  Obviously,  families  in  the  communities  in  which 
field  work  was  concluded  in  the  summer  of  1936  had  less  choice  of  a  period  for 
the  report  year  than  those  interviewed  in  December. 

Within  each  city  and  village  analysis  unit  there  was  a  fair  similarity  in  the 
distribution  of  schedules  by  report  year  for  each  of  the  three  occupational  groups. 
However,  there  was  considerable  difference  among  these  and  the  farm  units  with 
respect  to  the  periods  covered  by  the  majority  of  the  schedules  from  families  in 
the  consumption  sample.  Among  the  small-city  and  village  units  the  percentage 
of  reports  relating  to  the  calendar  year  1935  ranged  from  20  in  the  Pacific  small 
cities  to  71  in  the  New  England  villages.  Among  the  farm  units  the  lowest 
percentage  was  38  in  the  Illinois-Iowa  unit  and  the  highest  94,  for  the  white 
operators  in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

Whether  a  12-month  difference  between  two  analysis  units  with  respect  to  the 
periods  covered  by  the  majority  of  the  reports  is  of  major  or  only  minor  conse- 
quence in  a  study  such  as  this  depends  upon  the  economic  conditions  prevalent 
during  the  2  years.  Consumption  patterns  of  families  of  a  given  income  level  may 
differ  appreciably  in  2  consecutive  years  if  there  are  marked  changes  in  the 
general  price  level  or  if  a  large  number  of  the  group  anticipate  a  change  in  income. 
The  years  1935  and  1936  were,  however,  similar  with  respect  to  retail  price  levels 
in  urban  communities,  as  evidenced  by  the  cost  of  living  index  of  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics.  Although  in  certain  farm  sections  differences  in  gross  farm 
income  in  the  2  years  were  appreciable,  national  income  from  agriculture  and  the 
index  numbers  for  prices  paid  by  farm  families  for  maintenance  were  sufhciently 
similar  during  these  2  years  to  justify  the  assumption  that  appreciable  shifts  in 
consumption  patterns  of  farm  families  the  country  over  would  not  have  occurred 
during  this  period. 

An  unusual  event,  namely  the  distribution  of  the  soldiers'  bonus,  may  have 
exerted  considerable  influence  on  family  expenditures  in  the  period  covered  by  the 
study.  The  families  whose  outlays  were  affected  by  the  bonus  payment  influ- 
enced the  level  of  expenditures  of  the  entire  group.  This  effect  was  probably 
distributed  unequally  among  the  expenditure  items  since  it  is  reasonable  to  assume 
that  under  such  circumstances  large  single  outlays,  such  as  those  for  the  purchase 
of  an  automobile  or  of  expensive  household  equipment,  would  be  frequent. 

Reports  of  the  Study 

The  reports  of  the  study  of  consumer  purchases  published  by  the  Bureau  of 
Home  Economics  cover  the  communities  for  which  this  agency  had  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  survey  except  for  certain  small  cities.  This  Bureau  surveyed  two 
cities  in  the  Northeast — Greenfield,  Mass.,  and  Westbrook,  Maine — for  which  it 
presents  only  income  data.  Data  concerning  family  expenditures  are  presented 
by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  along  with  those  for  Wallingford  and  Williman- 
tic,  Conn.,  which  it  surveyed.  In  turn,  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  presents 
expenditure  data  for  certain  small  cities  surveyed  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statis- 
tics— two  in  the  Southeast,  Gastonia,  N.  C,  and  Albany,  Ga.,  and  one  in  the 
Plains  and  Mountain  region,  Billings,  Mont. 

The  reports  in  the  series  published  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  fail  in 
two  groups:  (1)  Those  presenting  data  concerning  family  income  and  the  sum- 
mary of  expenditures.  The  reports  of  this  group  are  in  two  parts — part  1,  family 
income,  family  composition,  occupation  and,  for  city  and  village  families,  rents 
paid  and  rental  values  of  owned  homes ;  and  part  2,  a  summary  of  expenditures  for 
the  major  consumption  categories;  (2)  those  presenting  details  of  expenditures  for 
specific  commodities. 

The  publications  included  in  these  two  groups  of  reports  are  as  follows: 
(1)   Income  and  expenditure  summary: 
Urban  and  village  series : 

Part  1,  income,  family  composition,  and  housing: 

Pacific  region.     Misc.  Pub.  339,  380  pp.,  illus.     1939. 

Plains  and  Mountain  region.     Misc.  Pub.  345,  330  pp.,  illus.     1939. 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  and    New  England  region. 

Misc.  Pub.  370,  447  pp.,  illus.      1940. 
Southeast  region.     Misc.  Pub.  375,  390  pp.,  illus.      1940. 
Part  2,  summary  of  expenditures: 

Five  regions.     Misc.  Pub.  396,  410  pp.,  illus.     1940. 
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Farm  series: 

Part  1,  income  and  family  composition: 

Pacific   region    and    Plains    and    Mountain    region.     Misc.    Pub.    356, 

276  pp.,  iUus.     1939. 
Middle  Atlantic,   North    Central,    and    New    England  regions.     Misc. 

Pub.  383,  258  pp.,  illus.     1940. 
Southeast  region.     Misc.  Pub. 
Part  2,  summary  of  expenditures: 
Five  regions.     Misc.   Pub. 
(2)   Expenditure  detail: 

Family  housing  and  facilities- — ■ 

Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm.     Misc.  Pub.  399,  223  pp.,  illus. 
1940. 
Family  expenditures  for  medical  care- — 

Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm.      Misc.   Pub.  402,  241  pp.,  illus. 
1941. 
Family  expenditures  for  automobile  and  other  transportation — 

Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm.      Misc.   Pub.  415,  241  pp.,  illus. 
1941. 
Family  expenditures  for  household  furnishings  and  equipment — 

Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm. 
Family  expenditures  for  education,  reading,  recreation,  and  tobacco- 
Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm. 
Family    expenditures    for    personal    care,    gifts,    taxes,    and    miscellaneous 
items- — 
Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm. 
Changes  in  assets  and  liabilities  of  families — 

Five  regions,  urban,  village,  and  farm. 
Family  food  consumption  and  dietary  levels — 
Five  regions,  urban  and  village  series. 

Five  regions,  farm  series.     Miss.  pub.  405,  393  pp.,  illus.     1941. 
Famil}^  expenditures  for  clothing — 
Five  regions,  urban  and  village  series. 
Five  regions,  farm  series. 
Family  expenditures  for  housing  and  household  operation^ — 
Five  regions,  urban  and  village  series. 
Five  regions,  farm  series. 
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Appendix  C.     Glossary^ 

Accident  insurance.' — See  Health  and  Accident  Insurance. 

Analysis  unit. — ^The  schedules  from  a  group  of  communities  combined  for  pur- 
poses of  tabulation.  In  all  regions,  schedules  were  combined  into  units  on  the  basis 
of  the  degree  of  urbanization  and  geographic  location  of  the  community  in  which 
the  family  lived.  That  is,  city  families  in  a  given  region  form  one  analysis  unit; 
village  families,  another;  and  farm  famihes  in  a  State  or  group  of  States,  a  third. 
In  the  Southeast,  separate  analysis  units  for  Negro  families  and  for  white  families 
were  established,  and,  in  the  farm  samples,  for  the  families  of  farm  operators  and 
of  sharecroppers.  For  the  analysis  of  consumption,  schedules  were  grouped  in  30 
analysis  units  as  compared  with  72  for  analysis  of  income.  For  a  list  of  cities  and 
villages  studied  see  table  50;  for  farm  counties,  table  51. 

Automobile  expenditures. — ^Net  purchase  price  of  new  or  used  automobiles 
bought  during  the  report  year  and  expenditures  for  maintenance  and  operation. 
Expenditures  chargeable  to  business  (farm  and  nonfarm)  were  deducted  so  that 
this  figure  is  for  family  share  only.  See  also  Travel  and  Transportation  Expendi- 
tures, Other. 

Cell. — -A  group  of  families  of  specified  family  type  and  occupation,  at  a  specific 
income  level. 

Chiropractor. — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Clinic  visits. — Visits  to  clinics  operated  by  hospitals,  public  health  departments, 
or  schools,  both  for  medical  and  dental  care.  Hospital  clinics  are  out-patient 
departments  of  hospitals  offering  clinic  service  to  the  public.  See  Methodology, 
Medical  Care  Data. 

Clothing  expenditures.^ — Expenditures  for  purchase,  dry  cleaning,  and  other 
upkeep  (excluding  laundry)  of  all  types  of  wearing  apparel,  including  uniforms  not 
furnished  by  employer.  Expenditures  incurred  during  months  of  membership  in 
the  economic  family  during  the  year  were  recorded  for  each  family  member. 

Dentist.— General  dental  practitioner. 

Economic  family. — A  group  of  persons  living  in  the  same  dwelling,  sharing  a 
common  table,  pooling  incomes,  and  dependent  upon  family  funds  for  most  of  their 
support.  In  addition  to  such  persons  living  in  the  home,  the  economic  family  as 
here  defined  includes  sons  and  daughters  who  were  away  from  home,  yet  dependent 
on  the  family  income  for  at  least  75  percent  of  their  support.  Sons  and  daughters 
living  at  home,  who  earned  but  paid  nothing  for  room  and  board,  and  guests  who 
lived  in  the  household  27  weeks  or  longer  during  the  year,  making  no  payment  for 
room  or  board,  are  considered  family  members.  Information  concerning  the 
income  and  expenditures  of  all  such  members  was  required  for  an  acceptable 
expenditure  schedule. 

The  economic  family  does  not  include  related  dependents  such  as  aged  parents, 
living  apart  from  the  family;  sons  in  Civilian  Conservation  Corps;  sons  and  daugh- 
ters who  have  separated  their  finances  from  those  of  the  parents  and  are  living  at 
home  as  roomers  or  boarders;  or  persons  living  in  institutions  at  no  expense  to  the 
family.     See  also  Year-equivalent  Person. 

Education  expenditures.- — See  Formal  Education  Expenditures. 

Eligibility  requirements.^ — ^Characteristics  which  an  economic  family  must 
have  in  order  to  be  included  in  the  study.  For  enumeration  of  these  requirements, 
see  Methodology,  Eligibility  Requirements,  page  222. 

Examinations,  tests.- — X-rays,  metabolism  and  blood  tests,  not  classified 
elsewhere.  Excludes  eye  tests  and  tests  made  by  family  physician  or  dentist. 
See  also  Hospital  Room  or  Bed. 

Expenditure  schedule.- — ^Schedule  on  which  were  recorded  the  amounts  spent 
by  all  family  members  for  different  types  of  goods  and  services;  quantities  of  cer- 
tain items  purchased  and  the  prices  paid;  kind  of  housing  facilities  in  the  dwelling 
unit;  ownership  of  automobiles  and  certain  major  types  of  household  and  recrea- 
tional equipment;  change  in  net  worth,  and  other  items.  (See  medical  care  sec- 
tion of  expenditure  schedule,  p.  227.) 

Expenditures  for  family  living. — Money  expenditures  incurred  for  family 
living,  whether  or  not  payment  has  been  made.     All  items  of  expenditure  were 

6  This  Glossary  is  arranged  alphabetically  throughout.    For  definitions  of  terms  not  included  here  see 
Glossary  in  volumes  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Parts  1  and  2. 
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classified  in  15  expenditure  groups:  Food;  household  operation;  housing;  furnish- 
ings and  equipment;  clothing;  automobile;  other  travel  and  transportation; 
personal  care;  medical  care;  recreation;  tobacco;  reading;  formal  education; 
gifts,  welfare,  and  selected  taxes;  and  other  items  of  family  expenditure.  For  dis- 
cussion of  items  included  in  each  group,  see  heading  for  specific  type  of  expendi- 
tures, such  as  Automobile  Expenditures;  and  Clothing  Expenditures.  Value  of 
housing,  food,  fuel  and  ice,  and  clothing  received  without  direct  expenditure  was 
not  included  (see  Value  of  Family  Living") . 

Expenditures,  other  family. — Expenditures  for  miscellaneous  items  not  properly 
classifiable  in  any  of  the  14  other  expenditure  groups,  such  as  interest  on  debts 
incurred  for  family  living,  bank  charges,  safe  deposit  boxes,  legal  services,  money 
lost  or  stolen,  installments  paid  on  repossessed  car  or  furniture,  dues  to  political 
organizations,  funeral  expense  for  members  of  the  economic  family,  and  purchase 
and  upkeep  of  family  cemetery  lot.  For  a  city  or  village  family,  expense  incurred 
in  the  production  of  food  at  home  (i.  e.,  seeds,  fertilizer,  chicken  feed,  etc.)  is 
included  here  also. 

Eyeglasses.' — Expenditures  for  eyeglasses  include  opticians'  fees  for  examina- 
tions but  exclude  oculists'  fees.     See  Oculist. 

Faith  healer.' — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Family.' — See  Economic  Family. 

Family  income.- — See  Income,  City  or  Village  Family;  and  Income,  Farm 
Family. 

Family  occupation.— ^See  Occupational  Classification. 

Family  size.— See  Economic  Family,  and  Year-equivalent  Person. 

Family  type.— Based  on  age  and  number  of  year-equivalent  family  members 
other  than  husband  and  wife.  (See  Year-equivalent  Person.)  Each  family 
studied  included  both  husband  and  wife.  The  classification  as  one  of  nine  types 
depended  on  the  number  and  age  grouping  of  persons  other  than  husband  and 
wife,  as  follows: 

Familvtype:  Number  of  year-equiralent 

"     *^  ^    '  persons  (including 

husband  and  wife)  Persons  ether  than  husband  and  wife 

1 2  None. 

2 3  1  child  under  16. 

3 4  2  children  under  16. 

4 3  or  4  1  person  16  or  older  with  or  with- 

out 1  other  person,  regardless 
of  age. 

5 ^ 5  or  6  1  child  under  16,   1  person  16  or 

older;  and  1  or  2  others,  re- 
gardless of  age. 

6 5  or  6  3  or  4  children  under  16. 

7 7  or  8  1  child  under  16;  and  4  or  5  others, 

regardless  of  age. 

8 5  or  6  3  or  4  persons  16  or  older. 

9 7  or  more  5  or  6  persons  16  or  older:  or  7  or 

more  persons,  regardless  of 
age  (aU  combinations  of  5  or 
more  persons  not  included  in 
type  7). 

Because  the  classification  by  family  type  was  based  on  j-ear-equivalent  persons, 
families  may  have  included  persons  who  were  present  too  short  a  time  to  affect 
classification  as  to  family  type.  Thus,  a  family  of  type  1  may  include  a  child 
or  other  person  present  for  fewer  than  27  weeks:  a  family  of  type  2,  3,  or  6  may 
include  persons  16  or  older  (other  than  husband  and  wife),  provided  they  were 
members  for  a  total  of  fewer  than  27  weeks.  Families  with  such  additional 
members  appeared  frequently  enough  to  affect  the  average  size  of  the  group :  for 
example,  type  1  families  (by  definition,  husband  and  wife  only)  may  have  aver- 
aged 2.02  instead  of  2.00  year-equivalent  persons. 

Expenditure  data  are  presented  for  the  first  five  family  types  only  in  most  analy- 
sis units.  Types  6  and  7  are  included  in  the  city,  village,  and  farm  analysis  units 
of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central  region  and  in  the  village  and  farm 
analysis  units  for  white  and  Negro  families  in  the  Southeast  region.  Data  are 
presented  for  each  family  tj'pe  separateh'  in  the  cit}'  and  village  analysis  units  of 
the  Middle  Atlantic   and   North  Central  region  and  in  the  Pennsyivania-Ohio 
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farm  unit  of  the  same  region;  in  other  regions,  for  the  family-type  groups:  1, 
2-3,  4-5,  6-7.  The  number  of  types  studied  in  each  analysis  unit  and  the  com- 
binations for  purposes  of  analysis  are  as  follows: 

Region  and  analysis  unit:^ 

New  England :  Family  types  as  combined  for  analysis 

Small  cities 1,  2-3,  4-5.2 

ViUages 1,2-3,4-5. 

Farms 1,2-3,4-5. 

Middle  Atlantic  and  North  Central : 

Small  cities 1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7.» 

Villages 1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7. 

Farms : 

New  Jersey 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7."^ 

Pennsylvania-Ohio 1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7. 

Michigan- Wisconsin 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 

Illinois-Iowa 1,  2-3,  4r-5,  6-7. 

Plains  and  Mountain: 

Small  cities 1,  2-3,  4-5. 

ViUages 1,2-3,4-5. 

Farms : 

North  Dakota-Kansas 1,  2-3,  4-  5. 

South  Dakota- Montana-Colo-  1,  2-3,  4-5. 
rado. 
Pacific : 

Sinall  cities 1,2-3,4-5. 

ViUages 1,2-3,4-5. 

Farms: 

Washington-Oregon 1,  2-3,  4-5. 

California 1,  2-3,  4-5. 

Oregon,  part-time 1,  2-3,  4-5.* 

Southeast: 

Small  cities: 

White  famiUes 1,  2-3,  4-5. 

Negro  families 1,2-3,4-5. 

Villages : 

White  famihes 1,  2-3,  4-5,  &-7.« 

Negro  famUies 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7.6 

Farms : 

White  operators: 

North    Carolina-South         1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 
Carolina. 

Georgia- Mississippi 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7.« 

North    CaroHna    self-suf-  1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 
ficing  counties.'' 
White  sharecroppers: 

North    Carolina   -    South  1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 
Carolina. 

Georgia- Mississippi 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7.« 

Negro  operators: 

North    CaroUna   -    South  1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 
Carolina. 

Georgia- Mississippi 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7.^ 

Negro  sharecroppers: 

North    CaroUna   -    South  1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7. 

Carolina. 
Georgia- Mississippi 1,  2-3,  4-5,  6-7 .« 

1  For  a  list  of  cities,  villages,  and  farm  counties  included  in  each  analysis  unit,  see  tables  50  and  51. 

»  Consumption  data  are  published  in  reports  of  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

3  Data  for  family  tjrpes  6  and  7  represent  the  following  cities  only:  Mount  Vernon  and  New  Philadelphia, 
Ohio;  Lincoln,  111.;  and  Beaver  Dam,  Wis.;  expenditure  data  were  not  collected  for  these  family  types  in 
Boone,  Iowa,  and  in  Columbia  and  Moberly,  Mo. 

*  Because  of  the  small  number  of  cases,  data  are  not  shown  by  family  type. 

5  Data  for  types  6  and  7  represent  the  villages  in  Georgia  and  South  Carolina  only;  expenditure  data  were 
not  collected  for  these  family  types  in  Mississippi  and  North  Carolina  villages. 

8  Data  for  family  types  6  and  7  represent  farm  counties  in  Georgia  only;  expenditure  data  were  not  collected 
for  these  family  tj^es  in  the  Mississippi  farm  counties. 

'  Counties  in  which  self-sufficing  farms  were  the  principal  type. 
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Farm.— A  plot  of  land  outside  the  boundary  limits  of  a  city  or  village,  at  least 
3  acres  in  size,  upon  which  farming  operations  are  conducted.  Plots  less  than 
3  acres  in  size  were  included  if  the  value  of  products  sold  or  used  by  the  family 
was  $250  or  more.  To  exclude  suburban  homes  which  were  not  farms,  a  further 
requirement  was  made  that  some  money  income  from  the  sale  of  farm  products 
must  have  been  received,  unless  special  circumstances  existed,  such  as  crop 
failure,  to  explain  the  absence  of  such  money  income.  In  the  special  study  of 
the  Oregon  part-time  farm  area,  fewer  than  3  acres  of  land  were  classed  as  a  farm 
if  the  value  of  products  sold  and  used  by  the  family  was  $100  or  more. 

Farm  family  income. — See  Income,  Farm  Family. 

Farm  operator. — A  person  responsible  for  the  farm  enterprise,  either  performing 
the  labor  himself  or  directly  supervising  it.  Paid  farm  managers  and  laborers 
were  excluded. 

Sharecroppers  were  distinguished  as  a  separate  occupational  group  from 
operators  in  all  analyses  of  the  Southeast  region.     See  Sharecropper. 

Farm -furnished  goods.- — ^  Value  of  occupancy  of  the  farm  dwelling;  value  of 
home-produced  food  used  by  family;  and  value  of  fuel,  ice,  and  other  products 
such  as  wool  and  tobacco  furnished  by  the  farm.  For  methods  of  computing 
these  values  see  Glossary  in  reports  on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Parts 
1  and  2. 

Farm  type. — See  Part-time  Farm,  and  Self-sufficing  Farm;  also  Glossary  in  re- 
ports on  Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Part  1. 

Food  expenditures.' — Expenditures  for  all  food  consumed  by  members  of  the 
economic  family  at  home  or  away  from  home  (including  board  at  school)  and 
by  paid  help  and  guests  fed  by  the  family.  Expenditures  for  food  for  farm  help 
and  boarders  are  excluded  (computed  by  multiplying  total  number  of  unit-meals 
served  to  such  persons  by  average  expenditure  per  food-expenditure  unit). 

Formal  education  expenditures. — Fees  for  school  tuition,  laboratory,  and 
library,  for  which  payment  was  made  during  the  report  year;  expenditures  for 
schooibooks  and  supplies;  expenditures  for  special  lessons  in  music,  dancing,  art, 
sports,  etc.;  other  expenditures,  such  as  diploma  fees  and  for  supplies  for  special 
lessons  not  classifiable  as  recreation  expenditures.  Expenditures  for  room  and 
for  board  of  persons  attending  school  away  from  home  are  classed  as  expenditures 
for  housing  and  for  food. 

Free  medical  care. — Medical  and  dental  care,  medicines,  and  drugs  received 
without  direct  expenditure,  as  from  employer;  from  city,  county,  and  State  clinics; 
from  public-health  nurses;  from  friends  or  relatives;  from  physicians  as  a  profes- 
sional courtesy. 

Furnishings  and  equipment  expenditures. — Expenditures  for  furniture ;  kitchen, 
cleaning,  and  laundry  equipment;  tableware,  such  as  glass,  china,  and  silver; 
floor  coverings;  household  textiles,  such  as  linens,  bedding,  and  curtains;  miscel- 
laneous items,  such  as  window  shades,  luggage,  lamps,  pictures,  cleaning,  repairs, 
and  insurance  on  furniture. 

Gifts,  welfare,  and  selected  taxes,  expenditures  for. — Contributions  to  support 
of  persons  not  members  of  the  economic  family;  gifts  to  persons  outside  the 
family;  contributions  to  community  chest  and  other  welfare  agencies;  contribu- 
tions to  religious  organizations;  and  poU,  income,  and  personal-property  taxes 
payable  during  the  report  year.  Does  not  include  the  following  taxes:  Taxes  on 
occupied  owned  homes,  which  were  considered  housing  expenditures  for  city  and 
village  families,  or  on  farm  dwelling,  considered  a  farm  business  expenditure;  real- 
estate  taxes  (other  than  on  occupied  owned  home  or  farm  dwelling),  which  were 
deducted  from  income  received;  automobile  taxes,  which  were  considered  auto- 
mobile expenditures;  and  sales  taxes,  which  were  included  as  an  expenditure  for 
the  commodity  on  which  the  tax  was  levied. 

Health  and  accident  insurance. — Premiums  on  insurance  which  provides 
benefits  in  case  of  sickness  or  accident,  and  fees  for  membership  in  associations 
which  provide  such  benefits.  Includes  the  proportion  of  expenditures  chargeable 
to  such  insurance  covered  by  a  life  insurance  policy  or  by  dues  to  a  fraternal 
organization,  labor  union,  or  similar  group,  whenever  such  amounts  could  be  ascer- 
tained; deductions  from  wages  or  salary  for  this  purpose;  and  flat-note  fees  such  as 
an  assessment  for  medical  care  charged  at  colleges.  See  Methodology,  Medical 
Care  Data. 

When  a  family  received  a  cash  benefit  for  illness  under  the  terms  of  a 
health  or  accident  policy,  the  amount  of  the  bill  was  entered  in  the  appropriate 
subclasses  of  medical  care  expenditures  and  the  total  amount  was  considered  a 
decrease  in  assets,  as  a  settlement  of  an  insurance  policy. 

Hospitalization.— See  Hospital  Room  or  Bed. 
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Hospital  room  or  bed. — Expenditures  for  hospital  room  or  bed  may  include 

payments  for  other  items,  such  as  surgeons'  fees,  X-rays,  special  examinations, 
and  medicines,  since  some  families  were  able  to  report  only  the  total  expenditure 
for  an  illness  involving  hospitalization.     See  Methodology,  Medical  Care  Data. 

Household. — All  persons  who  lived  in  the  family  dwelling  at  the  date  of  inter- 
view, including  in  addition  to  members  of  the  economic  family,  the  following 
nonfamily  members:  Roomers  and  boarders,  tourists,  transients,  paid  help  living 
in  (both  farm  and  household  help),  and  overnight  guests. 

Household  furnishings  and  equipment  expenditures. — See  Furnishings  and 
Equipment  Expenditures. 

Household  operation  expenditures.^ — •Expenditures  for  fuel,  light,  refrigeration; 
for  household  help;  and  for  other  items  of  household  operation  as  telephone;  water 
rent;  laundry  sent  out;  laundry  supplies;  stationery,  postage,  telegrams,  greeting 
cards,  pens,  ink,  and  pencils  for  household  use;  express,  freight  drayage,  moving 
of  household  goods;  other  household  supplies  such  as  scouring  materials,  matches, 
toilet  paper,  paper  napkins  and  towels,  shelf  and  waxed  paper,  clothespins  and 
clotheslines,  lawn  seeds  and  plants,  cut  flowers,  rent  of  post-office  box. 

Housing  expenditures.- — ^Expenditures  incurred  during  the  year  for  all  housing, 
including  owned  or  rented  family  homes,  vacation  homes,  and  lodging  of  family 
members  while  away  from  home,  on  vacation  or  at  school.  Expenditures  for 
rooms  while  on  business  trips  were  not  included. 

In  cities  and  villages,  expenditures  of  families  renting  their  homes  include  total 
rent  incurred  after  deduction  of  rental  concessions,  plus  repairs  paid  for  by  the 
family  without  reimbursement  by  the  landlord.  Expenditures  of  home  owners 
include  interest  on  mortgages;  refinancing  charges;  taxes  payable,  but  not  back 
taxes;  special  assessments  as  for  street  improvements;  repairs  and  replacements; 
insurance  premiums  on  home.  Structural  additions  to  the  home,  improvements 
that  were  not  replacements,  and  payments  for  amortization  of  mortgages  were 
considered  an  increase  in  assets,  not  an  expenditure. 

For  the  farm  home,  expenditures  include  only  those  for  insurance  and  for 
repairs  and  replacements  paid  for  by  the  family.  Expenditures  for  rent,  taxes, 
and  interest  on  the  mortgage  are  not  included  in  housing  expenditures;  the  entire 
expenditure  for  such  items  was  considered  a  farm  business  expenditure. 

Income,  city  or  village  family. — Includes  net  money  and  nonmoney  income 
received  by  all  family  members,  as  follows: 

I.  Total  net  family  income  (sum  of  A  and  B). 

A.  Net  money  income  (sum  of  1  and  2  minus  3). 

1.  Earnings  from  employment  (sum  of  a  and  b). 

a.  Earnings  from  occupations   other  than  keeping  roomers  and 

boarders. 
(1)  Reported  net  earnings  minus  additional  items  of  occu- 
pational expenditures  not  deducted  from  the  reported 
figure,  such  as  automobile  and  other  transportation 
expenditures  chargeable  to  business,  dues  to  unions  and 
business  associations,  technical  books  and  periodicals. 

b.  Income  from  keeping  roomers  and  boarders. 

(1)    Gross  income  minus  cost  of  boarders'  food. 

2.  Net  money  income  from  other  sources. 

a.   Interest,    dividends,   profits,    rents   from   property,    pensions, 
annuities,  gifts,  etc. 

3.  Business  losses,  not  elsewhere  deducted. 

B.  Nonmoney  income  (sum  of  1,  2,  and  3). 

1.  Net  value  of  occupancy  of  owned  family  and  vacation  homes. 

a.   Rental  value  minus  expenditures. 

2.  Rent  received  as  gift  or  pay. 

3.  Value  of  home-produced  food  (village  families  only). 

Income,  farm  family. — ^Includes  net  income  received  by  all  family  members 
from  both  agricultural  and  nonagricultural  sources,  as  follows: 
I.  Total  net  family  income  (sum  of  A  and  B) . 

A.   Net  farm  income  (sum  of  1  and  2  plus  or  minus  3). 
1.  Net  money  income  (a  minus  b). 

a.  Gross  income  (sum  of  1,  2,  and  3). 

(1)  Receipts  from  sale  of  farm  products. 

(2)  Government  payments  in  connection  with  the  agricul- 

tural-recovery program. 

(3)  Income  from  work  done  off  the  farm  but  involving  the 

use  of  farm  animals  or  equipment. 
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b.  Farm  expenditures  (sum  of  1  and  2). 

(1)  Major  items  of  farm  business  expenditure. 

(2)  Minor    items    of    expenditure:    Automobile    and    other 

transportation  expenditures  chargeable  to  farm  busi- 
ness, food  expenditures  for  farm  help,  dues  to  business 
associations,  technical  books  and  journals. 

2.  Value  of  farm  products  used  by  family  (sum  of  a,  b,  and  c) . 

a.  Food,  home-produced. 

(1)  Value  of  home-produced  food  used  by  household  minus 
value  of  home-produced  food  served  to  farm  help  and 
boarders. 

b.  Value  of  occupancy  of  farm  dwelling. 

c.  Value  of  fuel,  ice,  and  other  nonfood  products  furnished  by 

farm  for  family  use. 

3.  Net  increase  or  decrease  in  value  of  livestock  owned  and  of  crops 

stored  for  sale. 
B.  Net  money  income  from  sources  other  than  farm  (sum  of  1  and  2 
minus  3). 

L  Earnings  from  employment  (sum  of  a  and  b). 

a.  Earnings  from  occupations  other  than  from  keeping  roomers 

and  boarders. 

(1)  Reported  net  earnings  minus  additional  items  of  occu- 
pational expenditures  not  deducted  from  the 
reported  figure,  such  as  automobile  and  other  trans- 
portation expenditures  chargeable  to  business,  dues 
to  business  associations,  periodicals,  and  technical 
journals. 

b.  Income  from  keeping  roomers  and  boarders. 

(1)   Gross  income  minus  cost  of  boarders'  food. 

2.  Money   income    (not    earnings)    from   sources    other   than    the 

operated  farm. 

a.  Interest,  dividends,  profits,  rents  from  property,  pensions, 
annuities,  etc. 

3.  Business  losses  other  than  from  operating  farm. 

a.  Net  losses  from  business  other  than  farming,  not  elsewhere 
deducted. 

Medical  appliances  and  supplies.' — Adhesive  tape,  bandages,  sterile  cotton, 
syringes,  trusses,  crutches,  wheel  chairs,  and  other  medical  appliances  and 
supplies. 

Medical  care  expenditures.— Expenditures  for  physician;  oculist;  dentist; 
surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner  (for  example,  skin  specialist,  obstetrician, 
osteopath,  chiropractor);  clinic  visits;  hospital  room  or  bed;  private  nursing 
service  at  hospital  or  at  home;  special  examinations  and  tests,  such  as  X-ray, 
metabolism,  or  blood  tests;  medicines  and  drugs,  exclusive  of  cod-liver  oil  and  dry 
milk  products  for  children  (these  are  classed  as  food  expenditures);  eyeglasses 
and  opticians'  fees;  medical  appliances  and  supplies;  health  and  accident  insur- 
ance (includes  fees  for  membership  in  associations  providing  such  insurance) ; 
and  other  medical  care.  For  discussion  of  items  included  in  each  group,  see 
heading  for  specific  type  of  expenditures,  such  as  Physician,  and  Eyeglasses. 

Medicines  and  drugs.- — 'Prescriptions,  home  remedies,  and  patent  medicines. 
Excludes  household  disinfectants,  cod-liver  oil  and  dry  milk  products,  such  as 
malted  milk. 

Native-Negro  family.' — ^Any  family  in  which  both  the  husband  and  wife  are 
Negro  and  were  born  in  continental  United  States  or  outlying  territories  or 
possessions,  or  of  American  parents  temporarily  residing  in  a  foreign  country. 

Native- white  family. — ^Any  family  in  which  both  the  husband  and  vnfe  are 
white  and  were  born  in  continental  United  States  or  outlying  territories  or  pos- 
sessions, or  of  American  parents  temporarily  residing  in  a  foreign  country. 

Naturopath.- — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Nonfamily  members.- — -See  Household. 

No  report. — A  schedule  was  not  accepted  for  tabulation  if  it  contained  no 
report  on  any  basic  item  of  information  necessary  for  the  computation  of  total 
family  income,  or  if  the  family  was  unable  to  report  on  any  of  the  main  expend- 
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iture  groups,  such  as  clothing  or  automobile  expenditures.  A  schedule  was 
accepted  for  tabulation,  however,  if  it  contained  no  report  on  an  item  of  rela- 
tively small  importance,  such  as  the  number  of  guests  entertained  during  the 
year,  or  expenditures  for  specific  items  within  a  main  expenditure  group.  In 
the  latter  case,  it  was  assumed  that  entries  of  no  report  rather  than  zero  meant 
that  the  family  had  some  expenditure  for  the  items  but  was  unable  to  say  how 
much.  In  tabulating  the  data  later,  the  total  expenditure  reported  was  allocated 
to  the  individual  items  of  expenditure  on  the  basis  of  data  from  other  families 
in  the  same  income,  family-type,  and  occupational  group  having  and  reporting 
expenditures  for  specific  items. 

Nursing  service.— See  Private  Nursing  Service,  and  Visiting  Nurse  Service. 
Obstetrician. — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Occupational  classification. — ^The  occupational  group  from  which  the  largest 
proportion  of  the  family's  total  earnings  was  derived.  Two  groups,  the  clerical 
and  the  business  and  professional,  have  been  combined  in  the  analysis  of  the 
consumption  sample  for  all  city  and  village  units.  However,  for  Negro  families 
in  the  Southeast  cities,  only  limited  tabulations  were  made  for  the  occupational 
groups;  data  are  given  by  occupation  only  in  table  46.  The  classifications 
include  the  following  types  of  occupations: 

Business  and  professional.^ — ^Entrepreneurs  or  proprietors  (including  those 
having  net  income  from  roomers  and  boarders) ;  salaried  managers  and 
officials  of  business  enterprises;  independent  professional  workers  such  as 
doctors,  lawyers,  and  architects;  salaried  professional  workers  such  as  teachers, 
clergymen,  graduate  nurses,  and  social  workers. 

Clerical. — ^Office  workers;  salespeople;  mail  carriers;  telephone,  telegraph, 
and  radio  operators. 

Wage-earner.' — 'Skilled  workers  and  foremen,  semiskilled  and  unskilled 
workers,  persons  in  domestic  and  personal  service,  farm  laborers. 

Other. — Occupations  other  than  those  defined  above.     This  group  may 
include   the   following:  Farm   operators   and   farm   sharecroppers   living   in 
cities  or  villages,  families  having  no  member  earning  during  the  year,  and 
families  of  unknown  occupation.     Detailed  expenditure  data  are  not  pre- 
sented  for  this   occupational  group;   however,   in   the   regional   reports   on 
Family  Income  and  Expenditures,  Parts  1  and  2,  Urban  and  Village  Series, 
income  data  for  these  families  in  all  regions  studied  and  a  summary  of  expend- 
iture data  for  such  families  in  selected  localities  are  presented. 
Only  farm  families  in  one  occupational  group,  farm  operator  (as  distinguished 
from  farm  laborers  and  paid  managers)   were  studied  except  in  the  Southeast 
region  where  sharecroppers  were  studied  separately.     See  Farm  Operator,  and 
Sharecropper. 

Oculist.- — Registered  physician  (oculist)  who  makes  eye  examinations.     When 
oculists'  charges  included  both  the  examination  and  glasses,  the  expenditure  was 
apportioned  between  services  and  eyeglasses. 
Optician.' — See  Eyeglasses. 

Osteopath.' — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Other  medical  care.' — 'Turkish  baths,  ambulance  service,  blood  transfusion,  and 
other  items  not  classified  elsewhere. 

Other  specialist.' — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 
Part-time  farm.' — ^A  farm  whose  operator  spent  150  days  or  more  in  nonfarm 
business  and  from  which  the  gross  income  from  sales,  value  of  products  used  by 
the  family  or  paid  as  share  rent  was  less  than  $750.  Operators  of  part-time 
farms  were  excluded  from  the  samples  of  families  from  which  expenditure  schedules 
were  obtained,  except  in  Oregon  where  a  special  study  of  part-time  farms  was  made 
and  a  slightly  different  definition  was  used.  In  that  special  sample,  time  spent 
at  nonfarm  occupations  was  not  used  as  a  criterion  for  decision  as  to  whether  a 
farm  was  part-time;  instead,  the  value  of  farm  products  not  only  had  to  be  less 
than  $750,  but  also  less  than  the  operator's  nonfarm  income  (earnings  plus  other 
money  income). 

Personal  care  expenditures. — Expenditures  for  services  at  barber  shop  or 
beauty  parlor,  such  as  haircuts,  shaves,  shampoos,  waves,  manicures,  and  facials; 
for  toilet  articles  and  preparations,  such  as  toilet  soap,  tooth  paste,  mouthwash, 
shaving  soap  and  cream,  cold  cream,  cosmetics,  deodorants,  bath  salts,  brushes, 
combs,  razors,  files,  hand  mirrors,  cleansing  tissues,  powder  puffs,  sanitary  supplies. 
Persons  per  family,  average  number  of.^ — ^See  Year-equivalent  Person, 
Physician.' — ^A  family  physician  or  general  practitioner.  When  families  were 
unable  to  report  expenditures  for  oflBce  visits  separately  from  home  calls,  the 
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amount  was  arbitrarily  divided  equally  between  the  two  items.     See  Methodology, 
Medical  Care  Data. 

Office  visits.- — Number  of  paid  visits  to  physician  during  the  report  year. 
Home  calls.— Number  of  paid  calls  by  physician  during  the  report  year. 

Private  nursing  service.' — Paid  services  of  graduate  or  practical  nurse  for  care 
of  the  sick. 

At  hospital.' — Expenditures  include  cost  of  nurses'  meals. 
At  home. —Expenditures  exclude  cost  of  nurses'  meals.     Total  amount 
paid  for  services  of  practical  nurse  included,  regardless  of  proportion  of  time 
spent  in  housework. 

Reading  expenditures.' — Expenditures  for  daily  and  w^eekly  newspapers,  maga- 
zines, books  for  general  reading,  book  rentals,  and  library  membership  fees  and 
fines;  excludes  schoolbooks,  picture  books  for  young  children,  and  professional 
journals  and  technical  books  used  in  connection  with  work. 

Recreation  expenditures.— Paid  admissions  for  family  members  and  guests  to 
motion  pictures,  lectures,  concerts,  spectator  sports,  fairs,  circuses,  dances,  and 
other  admissions  such  as  to  amusement  parks;  purchase  of  equipment  and  supplies, 
fees,  licenses  for  games  and  sports;  purchase  and  upkeep  or  hire  of  riding  horses, 
boats,  and  bicycles;  and  other  recreation  expenditures  such  as  purchase  and 
upkeep  of  radios  and  musical  instruments,  sheet  music,  phonograph  records; 
photographic  supplies;  children's  toys  and  play  equipment;  pets;  entertaining, 
excluding  food  and  paid  admissions;  dues  to  socia]  and  recreational  ciubs;  gambling 
losses;  expenditures  for  hobbies  and  collections;  unclassified  spending  money. 
Expenditures  for  lodging,  traveling,  or  food  while  on  vacation  or  trips,  and  uni- 
forms and  other  clothing  used  in  recreational  activities  are  excluded. 

Report  year.— Any  12-month  period  between  January  1,  1935,  and  December 
31,  1936,  for  which  the  family  chose  to  give  the  information.  The  same  report 
year  was  used  for  all  schedules  obtained  from  any  one  family. 

Samples  and  sampling. — See  Methodology^  Procedures  Used  in  Collection  of 
the  Data. 

Schedule.— See  Expenditure  Schedule. 

Self-sufficing  farm.' — The  value  of  products  furnished  by  the  farm  and  consumed 
by  the  family  during  the  past  3  years  was  equal  to  or  greater  than  the  value  of 
products  sold  and  used  as  share  rent  during  that  period.  Self-sufficing  farms  were 
included  with  those  of  other  types  in  all  sections,  and  a  special  study  of  them  was 
made  in  some  North  Carolina  counties  where  self-sufficing  farms  predominate. 

Sharecropper. — Farmer  who  rents  land  on  shares  and  is  furnished  work  animals 
and  in  some  cases  equipment  by  the  farm  operator.  The  operator  usually  makes 
the  important  decisions  relating  to  the  operation  of  the  farm  and  supervises 
operations.  The  sharecropper  is  thus  a  type  of  laborer  who  is  paid  wages  in  kind 
on  the  basis  of  what  he  produces,  his  share  usually  being  half  the  crop  or  less.  In 
the  Southeast  region,  separate  analysis  units  for  families  of  farm  sharecroppers  and 
operators  were  established. 

Skin  specialist.' — See  Surgeon  or  Other  Special  Practitioner. 

Surgeon  or  other  special  practitioner.- — Surgeon,  skin  specialist,  obstetrician,  or 
other  physician  not  general  practitioner;  osteopath,  chiropractor,  naturopath, 
faith  healer,  or  other  special  practitioner.  See  Hospital  Room  or  Bed.  See 
Methodology,  Medical  Care  Data. 

Taxes.- — See  Gifts,  Welfare,  and  Selected  Taxes,  Expenditures  for. 

Tobacco  expenditures. — Expenditures  for  cigarettes,  cigars,  chewing  and 
smoking  tobacco,  snuff,  pipes,  pipe  cleaners,  humidors,  lighters,  cigarette  holders, 
and  ash  trays.  Smoking  stands  are  included  with  furniture;  smoking  jackets  with 
clothing. 

Travel  and  transportation  expenditures,  other. — Expenditures  for  all  family 
travel  and  transportation  other  than  by  family  automobile,  such  as  bus,  trolley, 
and  taxi  to  work,  school,  or  shopping;  and  travel,  except  for  business,  by  railroad, 
interurban  bus  and  trolley,  rented  automobile,  boat,  and  airplane.  This  also 
includes  purchase  and  upkeep  of  motorcycle,  horse  and  carriage,  boat,  or  other 
conveyance,  after  deduction  of  proportion  chargeable  to  business.  Expenditures 
for  bicycles,  boats,  or  other  vehicles  used  primarily  for  recreation  are  included  in 
recreation  expenditures. 

Type  of  family.' — ^See  Family  Type. 

Type  of  farm.^ — ^See  Farm  Type. 

Value  of  consumption. — Value  of  all  goods  and  services  purchased  for  family 
living  and  of  certain  other  goods  received  without  direct  expenditure  and  included 
in  family  income.     For  city  and  village  families,  value  of  consumption  includes 
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money  expenditures  for  family  living  and  net  value  of  housing  received  without 
direct  expenditure,  and  for  village  families  only,  value  of  home-produced  food  is 
added.  For  farm  families,  value  of  consumption  includes  money  expenditures 
for  family  living,  and  value  of  occupancy  of  the  farm  dwelling,  value  of  home-pro- 
duced food  used  by  the  family,  and  value  of  fuel,  ice,  and  other  products  furnished 
by  the  farm. 

This  figure  differs  slightly  from  the  value  of  family  living  figure  used  in  this 
report  in  that  the  latter  is  a  more  inclusive  one;  in  addition  to  the  above,  it  includes 
the  value  of  goods  received  as  gift  or  pay  that  were  not  considered  income.  See 
Value  of  Family  Living. 

Value  of  family  living.— Value  of  all  goods  and  services  purchased  for  family 
living  and  other  goods  received  without  direct  expenditure,  concerning  which  data 
were  obtained  on  the  schedule.  For  city  or  village  families,  value  of  living  includes 
total  living  expenditures;  value  of  housing,  food,  fuel,  and  ice  received  without 
direct  payment,  and  value  of  clothing  received  as  gift  or  pay. 

For  farm  families,  value  of  living  includes  total  living  expenditures;  value  of 
food,  fuel,  and  other  goods  received  from  the  farm,  including  occupancy  of  the 
farm  dwelling;  value  of  occupancy  of  family  dwelling  on  a  rent-free  farm;  value 
of  nonfarm  family  housing,  fuel,  and  ice  received  without  payment,  and  value  of 
clothing  received  as  gift  or  pay.     See  Expenditures  for  Family  Living. 

It  is  recognized  that  this  figure  for  value  of  family  living  does  not  represent  total 
value,  since  it  does  not  include  value  of  all  goods  received  without  direct  expendi- 
ture (furnishings,  automobiles,  and  radios  are  among  those  omitted) ;  nor  does  it 
include  value  of  services  provided  by  family  members  or  services  received  free 
from  others. 

Visiting  nurse  service.' — ^Paid  services  of  visiting  graduate  or  practical  nurse. 

Year-equivalent  person.' — ^Equivalent  to  one  person  in  the  family  for  the  report 
year  (52  weeks).  For  the  classification  of  a  family  by  type,  persons  other  than 
husband  and  wife  under  16  were  separated  from  those  16  or  older  and  the  total 
number  of  weeks  of  membership  for  each  age  group  was  obtained.  Fewer  than 
27  weeks  of  membership  for  either  age  group  were  not  counted;  27  to  79  weeks  of 
membership  were  considered  one  year-equivalent  person. 

In  computing  averages  for  a  group  of  families,  two  methods  of  handling  year- 
equivalents  were  used,  as  follows: 

All  members. — ^The  total  weeks  of  membership  of  all  members  of  families 
in  the  group  for  which  an  average  was  desired  was  divided  by  52  times  the 
number  of  families  in  the  group. 

Members  other  than  husband  and  wife,  by  age  groups. — The  number  of 
year-equivalent  persons  under  16  and  16  or  older  was  computed  for  each 
family  by  converting  the  number  of  weeks  of  membership  to  year-equivalents 
as  described  above;  the  sum  of  these  figures  was  divided  by  the  number  of 
families  in  the  group  for  which  an  average  was  desired. 


